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picrum of some practical consequence to the con- 
* of the trial of causes fell from the Lord Chief 
on Thursday, June 30, during the trial of a cause 

of: ld v. The General Steam Navigation Company. 
| It was a running down case, in which Mr. Montagu 
Chambers, Q.C., appeared for the defendants, and when 
‘gumming up the evidence, a question arose as to 
his right to go into the whole case, whereupon his 
hip remarked that “a counsel summing up his 

p in a case had a right, not only to contrast 

ce with that adduced by the other side, but to 

such general observations upon the case as he 

might necessary for the interests of his client. He 
tified in opening the case as shortly and barely as 

: , reserving his speech and observations for the 

‘time when he was called upon to sum up his case.” 

We mention this, as there is a difference of opinion 
g the judges as to the right of counsel in this par- 
Some of their Lordships entertain an opinion 

this right is exceeded if counsel do more than 
tontrast the evidence adduced, while others think it a 
eh set-off against the effect of the right of reply. 











is obviously the common sense view ; more 
wll similar right is given to the plaintitf when 
the t does not call-witnesses, and thereby re- 
tains the last word, though in that case there is no con- 
ficting evidence to contrast. 


‘Tum FoLLowine Is A snort account of the proceed- 
pest the Bar meeting of the Ist inst., to take into con- 
ion the report of the committee which had been 
entrusted with the duty of preparing a plan for the 
amendment of the present system of preparing, editing, 
and publishing reports of judicial decisions. 
~The Attorney-General briefly opened the subject by re- 
ferring to the former meeting and stating that the com- 
mittee then appointed had devoted considerable time and 
tare to the subject and were prepared with a report. He 
wassure that, whatever might be thought of the scheme, 
al present would concur in the feeling of gratitude to the 
committee for the pains they had taken on the subject. 
to the hour at which it was necessary, on 
secount of their professional engagements, that such a 
meeting should assemble, he begged of speakers to be as 
brief as possible in their remarks. 
 R.P. Amphlett, Esq., Q.C., the chairman of the com- 
after stating the evils of the present system of 
, which, he said, were suipabie, and on which 
Vy were all » observed that there were only two 
8 by which those evils could be remedied; one was 
Me appointment of official reporters by the Lord Chan- 
ellor, who should be paid by the State, and the other 
that which was eatin tar he aaneaiten. It was certain, 
L , that they never would obtain from the Govern- 
lent the necessary funds for the support of what he 
ould call the official system; he would therefore 
we recommend the scheme pee by the com- 
tee, which would bring the whole matter under the 
ol of the profession itself. Mr. Amphlett then 
bved that the report be adopted. 


Maly James, Esq., Q.C., seconded the motion. 
_W. M. Best, Esq. (best and Smith), objected on prin- 
tiple to the appoi of editors, ‘The ind 

reporters would 


pendence 
obj 0 apa care ~ o oo in- 

& most objectionable system of divi - 
- He moved that in the fitth paragraph of the 


+} 
j 





report the words “under the supervision of editors” 


be omitted. 

A. E. Miller, — (Hemming and Miller) seconded 
the amendment. He said that the scheme would deprive 
the reporters of all control over their own He 
considered the other part of the scheme, which placed over 
the reports a council who ncither had themselves, nor re+ 
presented any person or body who had, any direct - 
niary interest in the scheme as a speculation, and who 
did not in any manner guarantee its success, was an in- 
defensible usurpation. So far from being a benefit to the 
“authorised” reports, the proposed e was caleu- 
lated directly to injure them. 

C. F. Wordsworth, Esq., Q.C., said the scheme was 
of a complicated nature, and sufficient time had not 
been afforded for its consideration. He therefore moved 
that the meeting be adjourned until some day in No- 
vember next, to be fixed by the Attorney-General. . 

R. Malins, Esq., Q.C., seconded the motion in'a speech 
full of covert political allusions, which provoked repeated 
bursts of laughter from the meeting. 

Sir Hugh Cairns, Q.C., said that if anyone really 
wished for time to consider the report, it seemed to him 
almost of course that this should be agreed to. 

H. Manisty, Esq., Q.C., suggested that those — 
who were disposed to subscribe five guineas the 
reports should in the meantime send in their names. 

The meeting then broke up. 

So ends for the present this notable scheme for the 
abolition of all competing reports; and unless we are 
greatly out in our calculations it is very improbable that 
it will, at least in its present form, ever be again pre- 
sented for adoption to a meeting of the Bar. 


Tue question as to the extent of the powers of judges 
of inferior courts to punish counsel for contempt of 
court, which was so much diseugsed here not long ago 
in the case of Mr. Pater, has lately been raised before 
the Court of Queen’s Bench of Upper Canada,-and 
again decided in favour of the judge. 

A very full report of the lucid judgment of Chief 
Justice Draper, abridged from the Upper Canada Law 
Journal will be found elsewhere in our columns, and 
will well repay an attentive perusal. 

The principles upon which the exercise of this power 
and its necessary limits depend, are laid down and 
applied in the most conclusive manner by the learned 
judge. 


Tr ovr READERS Will turn to our number of the 7th 
of May last, they will find a description® of a scene 
which took place in one of the committee-rooms of the 
House of Commons, and which, we then stated, and 
still believe to have been “ perfectly un ‘i 
The gentleman who distinguished himself on that oc- 
casion appears, however, to have desired that so re- 
markable a precedent should not remain single, and 
although in this respect the performance has fallen far 
short of the promise, that has arisen, not from 
backwardness on the part of the Belfast solicitor, but 
because he found in Lord Grey a chairman more ac- 
customed to deal with recalcitrants, and less inclined to 
the display of extraordinary patience, than the gentle- 
man who presided over the committee of the Commons. 

We have already* given a sufficient outline of the 
history of this case ; it only remains to add that the bill 
duly passed the House of Cini, and that, in accord- 
ance with a recommendation made by the 
committee of that House, a public bill was introdneed, 
the terms of which had been settled by arbitrators 
appointed by the two political parties, to “alter and 
amend” the municipal constitution of Belfast. The 
opponents of the Indemnity Bill, however, were dis- 
satisfied with the terms so settled, and dit 
determined to o the private bill in the House of 
Lords, and the will was therefore, as ef course, referred 

* 8 Sol. Jour. 519. 
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to a select committee, consisting of Earl Grey (Chair- 
man), Lords Nelson, Rivers, Wrottesley, and Melville. 

The following account of what passed before the 
committee is taken from the Zimes:*— 

When the committee met, 

Mr. Brewster, Q.C. (of the Irish bar), objected to the 
opponents being heard, on the ground that they were parties 
to and were bound by the award. 

Mr. Phinn, Q.C., Mr. Forsyth, Q.C. and Mr. Austin argued 
that their clients, Mr. John F. Ferguson, D.L., Dr. Denvir, 
the Roman Catholic bishop, and others, had not signed the deed 
of submission, and that Mr. Rea, who did sign it as relator in 
the Chancery suit, had no power to bind them. 

Mr. M‘Kenna, who, appeared on behalf of the 40,000 Roman 
Catholic inhabitants of Belfast, was heard on the same side. 

Mr. Rea claimed to be heard, but 

The Chairman declined, as he was a party to the 
submission. 

The room having been cleared, the committee deliberated, 

and when the parties were again admitted the Chairman said 
they were of opinion that the arbitrators had heard the case 
fully, and that they would not hear any objection to the 
award. 
Mr Rea.—I must now respectfully claim my right as 
relator in the Chancery suit to read my petition, and then if 
your Lordships order me to retire I will do so. I refused 
£20,000 in order that I might appear before the Lords’ 
Committee, and you will not be doing justice to me if you refuse 
to hear my petition. It is quite impossible for me to exagge- 
rate the respect I have for the five peers of the realm who com- 
pose this committee, and I consider it a great privilege to have 
suffered for ten years to be allowed to address them, 

Lord Grey.—Mr. Rea, your petition is before us, and we 
have looked at it. We think that is quite sufficient. 

Mr. Rea.—It must be read either by the clerk or by my- 
self. You are bound on your oaths as peers to enter it as read 
on the minutes. Witnesses must also be produced to prove 
the deed of submission, for I do not admit I signed it. 

Earl Grey.—I must insist on your being silent. 

Mr, Rea.—And I must insist on your removing me by force 
from the room. 

Earl Grey.—You must withdraw. 

Mr. Rea—I will not withdraw voluntarily. 

Earl Grey.—We must make you withdraw. 

Mr. Rea.—I am a subject of her Majesty, and a belted earl 
shall not tyrannise over me. It is an act of tyranny, for 
which I hold you answerable. I impute no improper motives 
to you. I will only be removed by force; but a formal assault 
will be quite sufficient. I got myself dragged from the House 
of Commons because I thought the Lords’ Committee would 
hear me. It is illegal to remove me except by the officers of 
the House. I did not expect that Earl Grey’s son would out- 
rage the laws of the Constitution, after his father saving 
England from a revolution; and I hope Earl Nelson, for the 
sake of the name he bears, will prevent this outrage. The 
police have no more right to remove me than a Frenchman has 
to drag him from the deck of an English man-of-war. 

Two policemen were then brought in and caught hold of Mr. 
Rea, who then went quietly with them out of the room. 

The bill then passed through committee, 

We had hoped on the former occasion that we had 
heard the last of Mr. John Rea and his proceedings, 
and we congratulate the town of Belfast in having found 
& committee of Peers who refused to re-open a case 
which has been already three times discussed and de- 
cided; ist, by the arbitrators; 2ndly, by Mr. Cardwell; 
and, 3rdly, by the Commons committee, which devoted 

hteen entire days to this bill, no less than eleven of 
which were taken up by Mr. Rea alone. 


A Lonpon mercuasr has, in a very excellent letter, 
called the attention of the public and the profession to 
the daily increasing difficulty of obtaining a sufficient 
number of special jurors. For several years the evil 
has been increasing, and it threatens to become a most 
serious hindrance to the conduct of the business of the 
country. No one who has a cause of the least im 
ance would leave it to the decision of a common jury, 
and yet the fact remains undisputed, that while the 
Proportion of special juries, compared to common 


* Wednesday, July 6, 





juries, is greatly on the inerease, the Sele of form. 








ing a 8 j increases in a 
The iin ba Me. states, and we fi pot ong 
that “few would object to a r d 
their fellows in this respect if they felt they were 
treated; but he complains that that is not the cas 
‘“‘ Merchants,” he says, “ whose time is all but in 

are summoned on causes days before they are 

and are expected to waste their time — in these 
hot, crowded, and unwholesome courts, requently 
having two and even three summonses for the same 
day to different courts. No consideration whatever ig 
shewn for the jurymen; and the irritation Produced on 
a man of extensive business by this useless lose of most 
valuable hours is not to be wondered at. The result is 
that he simply declines the duty, rans the risk of the 
fine, and leaves the litigants to obtain a jury as bes 
they can. And it is under these circumstances that we 
find it now no uncommon occurrence fortwo or three 
special jurymen only to answer to their names ont of 
the 24 who are summoned on each cause. No fines will 
stop this evil; and a different system must be inangy. 
rated before any person can be sure of obtaining » 
special jury to try his cause.” ; 

There can be no doubt of the justice of this complaint 
It is not merely unjust, it is cruel, to take a mana 
from the prosecution of his own concerns and 
to discharge a public duty, and then to show the ios 

rfect disregard, not only of his convenience, bute 

is interests. 

The remedy appears to be simple. Let — 
number of special jurors be summoned day by day tes 
the jury work of that day, continuing their labour, 
course, in any part heard cause. The parties summional 
would be almost, certain to be called; and, 
would, in general, attend; and, as they might oftes: 
try three or four causes in a day, some small remunery 
tion for their time would thus be made. 

The evil appears to be so serious that we fully age 
with the “ London Merchant” that no time 
lost in the application of so simple and efficient 
remedy. 





In THE cAsE oF Levy v. De Vaiss, which was @ 
action for breach of promise of marriage tried 
week ago in the Court of Queen’s Bench, the 
counsel for the defendant adopted a line of 
nation of the plaintiff's mother, the obvious object # 
which was to hold her up as an improper character and 
therefore unworthy of credence. The attempt however 
entirely failed, and Mr. Seymour, Q.C., for the plaintil 
remarked strongly upon this, observing that he did net 
blame his learned friend, who of eourse spoke only fran 
his instructions, but that the gentleman who i 
him was very reprehensible. Mr, Justice: Mellen, i 
summing up, observed that he did not, as: a general 
rule, approve of counsel throwing everything upon the 
attorney, and excusing his “ learned friend.” - 
sel who put an improper question ought not to be 
because he had been instructed by the attormey: 
Counsel should exercise caution in putting sueli quer 
tions. 


At THE Bar MEeTING last week it was — 
that the distinguished French advocate, M. Be 
having accepted the invitation of Lord a | to 
visit him in England, in the autunm, it was i by 
his Lordship, and several other members of = 
Inns of Court, to make dereigemeaty by which the Bar 
of England shall entertain M. Berryer at @ 

on or before the 1st of November. 


fsa | ed mag eoed ayo 8 of ha 

Gener iscussion i ill take 

masons’ Tavern, on Saturday the pod go 

are informed that from the promises 

large ering of the members and their 
We wish it every success, 















peeer ld 


s 


-. 


Fro! ceSE AS eS 





ada 


ESe $558 S8828 3 


eye Gypeeah Vibbebstmekiecitt 





a: 





July 9, 1864. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 








Ws rxcrer to announce the death of W. N. Welsby, 
) of the Middle Temple and North Wales Circuit, 
for eey ears Recorder of Chester, and junior 
counsel to t p ieeneury, which took place on Friday, 
July 1st, after a short but severe illness. Mr. Welsby 
was called to the Bar in Michaelmas Term, 1826, and 
at the time of his death was in the sixty-second year of 
his age. He was best known as one of the authors of 
“Meesom and Welsby's Reports” in the Court of Ex- 
chequer, and afterwards of “ The Exchequer Reports.” 


We secret to record the death of Lieut. Col. 
Brewster, Commandant of the Inns of Court Volunteer 
Rifle Corps, which took place yesterday (Friday) morn- 
ing at an early hour. 


Tue Queew has directed letters patent to be passed 
under the Great Seal, appointing the Duke of Rich- 
mond, Lord Stanley, the Judge of the Court of Admi- 
ralty, Sir John Taylor Coleridge, the Attorney-General 
for Ireland, the Lord Advocate of Scotland, Horatio 
Waddington, Esq., John Bright, Esq., William Ewart, 
jue Gathorne Hardy, Esq., George Ward Hunt, Esq., 

Charles Neate, Esq., to be commissioners to inquire 
into the provisions and operation of the laws now in 
force in the United Kingdom under and by virtue of 
which the punishment of death may be inflicted upon 
persons convicted of certain crimes, and also into the 
manner in which capital sentencesare carried into execu- 
tion 


We vearw that Mr. Henry J. Selwyn, a son-in-law 
of the late Lord Lyndhurst, has offered himself as a 
candidate for the representation of Maldon, at the next 

al election, in conjunction with George Montague 
Warren Peacocke, Esq. (Inner Temple), one of the 
sitting members. 


Mr. Joun Morr Marptow, Fellow of Queen's 
College, was, on Friday, July Ist, elected to the vacant 
Eldon Law Scholarship. 


Tue Bixx for giving power to the Commissioners of 
Works to acquire a site for the concentration of the 
courts of justice and law offices, will be found noticed 
elsewhere in our columns; we remark that it specially 
provides that ‘the building called Temple-bar ” is not 
to be taken or used without the consent of the Court of 
Common Council of the City. 


C. Locock Wess,: Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, has issued 
an address to the electors of Bodmin, soliciting their 
votes at the next general election. It is understood 
that the present members will again come forward. 


Tux Incornroratep Law Society held their annual 
meeting yesterday. We were unable to learn what 
passed thereat in time for publication this week. 


Tre orrice of clerk of the Petty Bag, Court of Chan- 
reg has become vacant by the death of Mr. F. G. 
bbott. 


A memoriAL, signed by eighty-one of the solicitors 
and firms of solicitors practising within the hundred of 
Salford, has been forwarded to the Earl of Sefton, who 
is high steward of the hundred court, praying his Lord- 
st at in case of any amalgamation of the Manchester 
and Salford courts being effected, the ancient hundred 
court may be maintained under its ancient title. 


Mrz. Epwarp W. Cox, Recorder of Falmouth, has 
announced himself a candidate for the representation of 
Taunton at.the next general election. 


Kine Wixr1am or Worremsunc has left a rather 
curious will. “Having hated ceremony all my life,” 
he says in one of the seven brief pa phs of which 
the document consists, “I will not lie in state after 
death, and be gaped at by sightseers and the lovers of 
etiquette. I beg of idlere for robbing them of 
4 capit.l opportunity of looking at vain and unmeaning 
geremonies. My corpse is to be buried in the ce 


als 


du jour. My guard will do me the favour to i 
escort for the coffin on its way to Rothenberg. 

funeral car is to leave the palace at night, to arrive at 
Rothenberg with the first rays of the sun. 
gun is to be fired at the termination of the funeral.” 


> 





ASSIGNABILITY AT LAW OF CHOSES IN ACTION. 
In the “ Bill to alter the law for remuneration ef 
Attorneys and Solicitors, &c.,” it is provided by the Sth 
section that, “‘ whereas, by the common law, 

action do not admit of being corlgnee 
deed; be it enacted that, from the ing of the Act, 
every chose in action may be by deed assi at law, 
and the assignee is hereby empowered to bring, main- 
tain, and take, in his own name, or, being 9 corporation, 
aaa actions, suits, 


in the name of such corporation, all 


T 


and other pone in respect of such chose in action, 
as might have been brought, maintained, or taken in 


his own name, or by virtue of ba power of attorney, by 
the person or corporation making such assi 


But this enactment shall not affect any rule of courts of 
equity as to priority of interest, by reason of priority of 
notice.” 

Now, if we look for the meaning of “a 
action,” we shall find in “‘ The Termes de la ” that 
thing in action is when a man hath cause, or may 
an action for some duty due to him, as an action 
debt upon an obligation, annuity, or rent, action. 
covenant or word, tres of taken away, beat- 


ing, or such like.’ And although the Kin 

things in action certain, yet it is said "that the King 
himself cannot grant his thing in action that is wncer- 
tain, as trespass and such like ;” and see 1 “ Chitty’s 
Practice of the Law,” p. 99. It appears b 
therefore, that in correct legal sense choses im action ere 
not confined to rights arising out of contract only. 

Now it surely cannot be the intention of the framers 
of this bill to make rights of action for torts, as 
assault, slander, seduction, &c., assignable. Yet 
difficult to say that the general language here 
would not, if sanctioned by the Legislature, have 
result. It will not, we think, be generally receiv 
faced of our superiority over our ancestors in the 
edge of social polity and jurisprudence, if we 
legalize a practice which appeared to the founders of our 
juristic system to be fraught with the gravest evils. 
Nor ought we readily to charge them with over estimat- 
ing the gravity of those evils, if we consider the precau- 
tions which are to be found in the Roman law against 
the mischiefs which were apprehended from permitting 
the unrestricted transfer of such things incorporeal as, 
in that highly refined system, were considered to be 
res litigiose. The horror of our ancestors.against vica- 
rious litigation may have produced rules of undiserimi- 
nating rigidity, which may be found te be ineom- 
patible with that free action of the principles of commerce 
which is a necessity of modern life. But it is extremel, 
doubtful whether the inconveniences which would t 
even from a rigid adherence to the old rules in all their 
trenchant severity, would not be less tham those which 
would follow from a simple abrogation of them. Our old 
law seems not to have distinguished, as regards thedanger 
which its rules against maintenance were framed 
to prevent, between the right to bring am action 
for the recovery of an ascertained and definite sum, 
such as would have furnished ground for the action 
of debt, and the right to recover an unascertained sum’ 
in damages for an actual or supposed wrong, whether 
flowing from a breach of contract, or from what was a 
tort in reality, and not in fiction merely. Whether 
the right claimed consi in debt or 


at 
involved am soe the —_ of ‘epevaen_ ot 
possession, was thought to a 
reason for confining the remedy to the persom egai 
whom the tort or breach of contract had been 
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only of my chaplain, my chamberlain, and the vajatant 


‘The King’s courts were apen to him if he chose to resort 
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to them ; but this was a privilege he was not allowed to 
transfer to another. He must assert it himself, and 
assume all the responsibilities he would thereby incur 
(when amercements were not merely a form), or it could 
not be asserted at all. ‘Io meet the wants of commerce 
the aid of the elastic principles of equity has been 
resorted to, and’the simple rigour of these old rules has 
undergone a salutary practical modification; yet that 
aid seems only to have been afforded for the object of 
facilitating the dealing with those rights to the benefit 
of contracts which, by a sort of common consent, have 
been deemed to be legitimate objects of commerce ; and 
this category appears never to have comprised that class 
of wrongs and breaches of contract, which in judicial 
discussions have been sometimes referred to as ‘those for 
which vindictive damages might be given” (see Beckham 
v. Drake, 2 Ho. of Ld. Cas. 279). This demarcation 
seems to be based upon sound reason and morals. It is 
to be apprehended, however, that the language of the 
measure we are now dealing with would, in effect, 
remove this salutary distinction. 

But, independently of this objection, it would seem 
that even if the general language employed should be re- 
strained by interpretation to such choses in action only 
us are now held to be assignable under the equitable 
doctrine of the assignor becoming a trustee for the as- 
signee (Butler's note to Co. Litt. 332, b. n. 1) ; still the 
consequences which may follow from the operation of 
the terms of the proposed enactment are such as may 
justly cause alarm. If the bill should become law, with- 
out any alteration in its language, there seems to be 
nothing to prevent A., having a claim against B., how- 
ever unreasonable, shadowy, or remote, and however 
unlikely it may be to ripen into a right of propert 
Wy the suapenene of a Court, from transferring seth 
claim, by the simple execution of a deed, to C., whose 
own desperate fortunes may make him indifferent to any 
retribution which may befall him in the shape of costs. 
For it is to be observed that the bill contains no provi- 
sion for giving security for costs, and as C. would be 
suing in his own right, and for his own benefit, in the 
eye of the law, he could not be called upon to give 
security under the present practice (see Parker v. Great 
Western Railway Company, 19 L. J. N. S. C. P. 335). 
So that A. might be able to indulge in the vindictive 
luxury of bringing the scourge of litigation to bear on 
B. without any danger to himself pro falso clamore suo. 
The present law, by requiring the action to be brought 
in the name of the assignor, does not allow him to escape 
from that danger, and this no doubt operates as a very 
salutary protection against the multiplicity of unjust 
appeals to litigation. To hold that the right to 
enforce an obligation shall not be transferrible from 
an original party to it to any stranger, seems at 
first sight to be, on philosophical grounds, the true 
principle, and to be involved in the conception of 
an obligation, for it is difficult to say why the par- 
ties to a contract have not a right to insist that it was 
part of their contract that the persons by and to whom 
obligations to which they necessarily become liable are 
to be pertormed, should be as certain as the thing 
or subject-matter of the contract itself. The rules 
of our own law, as to privity of contract, recognise 
this principle; which may be also found in the juris 
vinewlum, which, in the Roman law, was thought to 
connect the parties to every obligation. On the other 
hand a right to recover a debt certain is essentially as 
much property as a reversionary interest in land, and it is 
equally difficult, on principle, to say why one such right 
should be assignable and the other should not. All systems 
of European law have, however, recognised the principle, 
> aby amped of its strict vigour have taken place 


in t every code, but precautions have nevertheless 
been ly taken to prevent the mischiefs which a 
total of the principle would produce. An 


enactment simply in the terms now under comment 
would seem to open the door to all the evils which, in 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. July 9, 1864. 


the advanced period of the Roman legislation, led to 
the adoption of those provisions which aimed at i 
the noxious practices of the redemptores litium.* 
seems very doubtful, again, whether, under the 5th sec- 
tion, the debtor would be able to set. off as against the 
assignee any cross-demand he might have as agai 
the assignor in respect of dealings prior in date fo the 
assignment. Courts of equity have by their rules on 
this subject provided for all these equitable adjustments, 
but something more than the concise terms of this sec- 
tion seems to be required in order to ensure that, in a 
court of law, the rules of equity will be followed out 
A change in so important a principle as the non-as- 
signability at law of a chose in action, if it be necessary, 
ought certainly to be carried out by such language as 
to leave no doubt that all the precautions which ‘have 
been gradually adopted in equity for Lagann ty 
evils against which the legal maxim was intended to 
guard, will, as far as possible, be kept in view, when 
courts of law are called upon to apply the novel 
doctrine. We think it will occur to all who have 
considered the doctrines of equity on this head, that, 
besides the objections which have been already alluded 
to, it would be unsafe, on the meagre terms of this 
section, to expect that the new doctrine, as worked 
out in courts of law, without the adaptation of other 
legal rules to the same end will operate satisfactorily, 
At the same time it is obviously inconvenient that the 
incidents of this kind of property should be so different 
according to the particular forum in which it is at- 
tempted to enforce the obligation. 

We observe that the bill, of which this section is only 
one of several most important provisions on subjects of 
the greatest practical interest, has been referred to a 
seleet committee of the Houseof Lords. It is doubtful 
whether it will pass into law, at least during the present 
session, and we think it an advantage that any proposal 
which aims at changing any long-established doctrine of 
law should be mooted and ventilated so that the minds of 
those who have thought on such subjects may be brou, 
to bear on the discussion. By this means the object 
which, as the Lord Chancellor intimated in moving the 
postponement of the County Courts Amendment Act, all 
ought to have in view—that the proposed change shall 
also be an improvement—will be most likely to be 
attained. 


THE TUSCALOOSA AND GEORGIA. 

Some weeks ago we promised our readers to offer to 
them a short discussion of one of the questions raised by 
the appearance of the Zuscaloosa in British waters, viz.: 
whether prizes taken by a vessel which had put to sea 
in fraud of neutral law (as the Alabama had done) ought 
or not to be recognised as prize by the officers or courts 
of the neutral state ? 

The arrival of the Georgia in the port of Liveapen 
raises a similar question, viz.:—whether the ship her- 
self, which has so put to sea, is or not protected bya 
belligerent commission, on her voluntary return within 
the neutral jurisdiction ? 

The two questions, though similar, and depending in 
some measure on the same considerations, are by no 
means identical; nor would a negative answer, suppos- 
ing that to be the proper answer in each case, involve 
by any means the same results, either as the 
misdemeanant vessel herself, or the duty of the neutral 
government to the other belligerent power. . In , 
questions of this sort exclusively concern the rights of 
neutral citizens or the dignity of neutral governments, 
because, in general, the belligerents have no rights 
whatever inter sc, and either party is at full liberty to 
employ any ship which he can get to harrass and “ prey 
upon” the commerce of the other. It is upon this prin- 
ciple that letters of marque are to be defended ; if it be 
allowable, as between belligerents, to authorise the com- 
mission of acts of warfare, not merely by the recognized 


* Tapp on Maintenance, pp. 5—7, 
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troops of the contending Serie, but by any person, 
even a mere stranger to the contest, who may choose 
from motives of profit to make “ private war ”’ on either 
side, it must @ multo fortiori be allowable to make use of 
any vessel or other “implement of war,” however ob- 
tained, which either party may de facto possess, and 
which may be applicable for the purpose. 

But there are some instances, and this appears to be 
one of them, where the rights of neutrals are so inti- 
mately interwoven with the question as between the 
belligerents as to give a certain sort of qualified right 
even to the belligerents themselves. If a vessel in the 
position of the Tuscaloosa (setting aside for the moment 
her assumed commission, as to which see our former 
article on the subject,* and treating of her merely as a 
prize of the Alabama,) is not properly entitled to be re- 
cognised by us as prize by reason of the fault inherent 
in her captor ; then it would follow that such a ship is, 
in the eyes of our courts, still the property of her 
original owners; and the duty would be thrown upon us, 
in the case supposed of such a ship coming voluntarily 
within our jurisdiction, of restoring her to those to 
whom she rightly belonged, in a cause of possession in- 
stituted in the instance side of the Court of Admiralty. 
Thus the belligerent owner, who has as against the 
captor no rights whatever, would obtain, by reason of 
our neutral rights, a direct remedy against that captor. 

This consideration invests the question with a peculiar 
interest ; because, while it would be within the discretion 
of the neutral government to waive, if it saw fit, any 
rights affecting only itself or its own citizens, the case 
becomes very different when by so doing it might pre- 
judicially affect rights, however incidentally acquired, 
of foreign subjects. 

The case of the Georgia is in this respect a different 
one; it cannot be denied that her commission is (or 
rather was, for she has ceased to be a Confederate ship): 
valid and authentic according to well-recognised prin- 
ciples; as littleis it open to doubt that such commission 

ectually ousts any such jurisdiction as that before 
referred to, and the question therefore in her case is one 
solely concerning the honour and dignity of the neutral 
nation, with which neither belligerent has anything 
whatever todo. In case, then, it should appear, and 
we propose to show that it does so appear, that the 
original fraud committed on the neutral law affects the 
ship committing the same with an indelible taint, which 
nothing short of a bona fide sale toa neutral, a capture 
by the enemy, or the completion of the hostile cruize, 
ean get rid of; a taint not only attaching to the ship 
herself, but affecting the status of other ships, so far 
as that status depends on anything done by or through 
the defaulter; it will follow from what has been said 
that it will be aquestion for the diserction of the neutral 


‘government whether to take any, and what, notice of 


this taint in the case where the ship herself ventures to 
return to neutral waters (i. ¢., in the case of the Georgia), 
but that it is the duty of the neutral court, if called 
upon so to do in a proper proceeding founded upon an 
arrest of the vessels within its jurisdiction, to return to 
the original owners, neutral or belligerent, all prizes, 
real or alleged, taken by such ship during the continu- 
ance of the disability abana. 

question therefore, so far as it affects the Georgia, 
admits of an easy solution. The remedy which it is 
most fitting and most becoming to the dignity of the 
neutral government to apply to a wrong of this nature 
is one which is entirely in their own hands, and which 
they have admittedly @ right to apply arbitrarily, if they 
choose, viz.: the refusal of asylum within their waters 
to the vessel which has so wronged them. It is there- 
fore a mere A eggceogy whether or not they think it ad- 
visable to this course under all the circumstances 
of any particular case, and, being thus reduced to a 


pve not of law but of policy, ceases to have any 
‘Place in this discussion. 
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The other and larger question, the terms of which we 
repeat, viz.: whether prizes, taken on the high seas by 
a vessel which has put to sea in fraud of our neutrality, 
ought or not, on coming into our waters, to be | 
as lawful a by our courts; does not seem ever to have 
been decided in England : and this need not be matter 
of surprise when we recollect that we now find ourselves 
perhaps for the first time in the position of neutrals in 
a great maritime war. There are not wanting, however, 
decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
decisions sential by Story and Washington, con- 
curred in by Taney, and reported by Wheaton, bearing 
very directly upon the principle of this case. 

he general principle is laid down by Wheaton in 
these words, “ Where a capture of enemy’s tr ride ie 
made within neutral territory, or by armaments - 
fully fitted out within the same, it is the right as sell as 
the duty of the neutral state, where the property thus 
taken comes into its possession, to restore it to the 
original owners. ‘This restitution is — made 
through the agency of the courts of admiralty and 
maritime jurisdiction.”* Then follow a number of in- 
stances in which captures, either made in neutral waters 
or on the high seas by the boats of ships lying in neutral 
territory at the time of capture, have pw held i . 
and then a passage in the text} stating that ident 
Washington and the United States legal authorities of 
the time considered that this rule applied to “ captures 
made upon the high seas and brought into the American 
s if made by vessels which had been armed within 

em.” ‘ 

The principal cases on the point are the ee i 

In ib Aswitted de ues. 5 Wh. 335, the Vene- 
zuelan privateer La Guerriere captured a Spanish ship. 
It was alleged that, during the cruise in which 
capture took place, the crew of the La @uerriere had 
been augmented in an United States port, and on this 
allegation the United States vessel Surprise seized the 
ship when passing through American waters, and 
brought her forcibly into the port of New Orleans. 
The District Court of Louisiana decreed restitution to 
the Spanish owners, with 5,200 dollars damages. 

On appeal, the decision was reversed by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, on the ground that there 
was no sufficient evidence that the privateer had received 
any such augmentation of her erew as alleged ; but'the 
principle was admitted, at least so far as a prizes 
coming voluntarily (as the Tuscaloosa did) into a neutral 

ort. On the further question, whether the neutral 

as a right forcibly to arrest such a prize and bring it in 
for adjudication in the neutral courts, Mr. 
Story in delivering the judgment of the Court said, “ It 
is an important question, and when it shall be necessary 
to decide it, it will deserve serious ideration. The 
present case may well be disposed of without any dis- 
cussion concerning it.” : 

It will be remarked that the offence against neutrality 
with which La Guerriere was chi was one of those 
of which the Alabama had undoubtedly been  gilty, 
illegal augmentation of her crew. It may be sufficient 
on this point to remind our readers that in the last con- 
test that this vessel was ever to fight the British sailors 
illegally on board her were admittedly the most efficient 
gunners in her crew. : 

In the case of the Fanny, 9 Wh. 658, the captor ship 
had been fitted out under circumstances as nearly re- 
sembling those of the case we are idering, as can 
ever be reasonably expected. There the eaptor, La Re- 
publicana, had been built in Baltimore, apparently for 
an innocent purpose, and purchased by an American 
citizen for the use of the Buenos A government : 
her cannon and munitions of war been “with a 
view of deceiving the custom-house officers, put on 

> 
] 







board a small schooner, and tranferred to this private 
a few miles below the att sete nmissi 
and had on the high seas & Portuguese. ship, 





~* 8 Sol. Jour, 521. 
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out of which she took some hides, which were purchased 
at St. Thomas's by a man named Levy, who consigned 
them to Baltimore in the Fanny. The circuit court of 

land decreed restitution to the Portuguese owners, 
and the decree was affirmed by the supreme court. Mr, 
Justice Washington, in giving judgment, expressly laid 
it down that the captor had, under the circumstances de- 
seribed, been equipped as a vessel of war within the 
waters and jurisdiction of the United States, and treated 
it as of course that property captured by such a vessel, 
whether equip American citizens or foreigner: 
must, if brought within the jurisdiction of the Unite 
States, be returned to the original owners, unless it had 
previously got into the hands of a bona fide purchaser 
without notice. Indeed, the real question at issue in 
that cause was whether Levy was or not such a pur- 
chaser, it was hardly attempted, even in argument, to 
contravene ene on which we rely. 

In the case of La Neyreda, 8 Wh. 108, the Supreme 
Court (reversing the decree of the Circuit Court of 
—_ decreed restitution of the prize as against a 
purchaser under a condemnation in the belligerent 
prize court, and it was expressly stated that the Court 
was acting as an instance court in making this decree. 

he same course was taken in the case of Zhe Arrogante 
Barcelones, 7 Wh. 496, under precisely similar circum- 
stances; and again, in the case of Zhe Santissima Trini- 
dad and The St. Ander, 7 Wh. 283, a decree of the 
Cireuit Court of Virginia, to the same effect, was 
affirmed by the Supreme Court. 

The entire law bearing upon this and cognate ques- 
tions’ was elaborately considered in the last-mentioned 
ease, and the following points, amongst others, were 
decided. . 

1. An illegal outfit does not affect any capture made 
after the original cruise is terminated. 

2. But captures made during that cruise are infected 
with the character of torts, and the original owner is 
entitled to restitution when the property is brought 
within our jurisdiction. 

3. This doctrine extends to public vessels of war as 
well as to privateers. 

4. The exemption of foreign public ships coming into 
our waters under an express or implied licence, from 
the local jurisdiction, does not extend to their prize 
ships or goods, captured in violation of our neutrality. 

These authorities are, we think, conclusive of the 
general proposition: the application of it to the indi- 
vidual ease reauires but these two postulates, neither of 
which admits, in our opinion, of any dispute. 

1, That the Alabama was originally equipped in fraud 
of our neutrality, within the meaning of these rules ; 
and 2. That, inasmuch as she had never, during her 
whole eareer, been in any Confederate port whatever, or 
even within Confederate waters, the cruise on which she 
was engaged was one and the same throughout. 








REVIEWS. 


The Notariate in all Countries ; with practical ideas on the dif- 
Serent deeds within the scope of the duties of notaries, the 
‘forms of deeds, and the scale of notarial fees, By M. H. 
Bucuzr, Advocate ot the Imperial Court of Paris,* 

Part L—Tue Norariare 1x ENGLanp. 

The notary, as his name implies, holds the drafts and draws 
documents which contain the agrcements of men with 
Other. His duties in every organised society are as useful 
are the other professions which minister to the material, 

ical, and moral wants of the citizeo. One might say, on 

t of the immense services which the lawyer renders, 

if he did not exist, he would have to be invented. The 

i then a thoroughly natural origin, drawn from the 

5 of ‘socitty itself; but the astonishing thing is 
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that a business which arises everywhere from the same te- 
quirements should not be everywhere the same; that there 
is for every country a different notariate; quot capita tot 
sensus; here a complete notariate, there a defective or imper.: 
fect one. Thus in France, a country which may serve as 9 
type of the perfection with which the Legislature has or- 
ganised this institution, the notary exercises functions which 
command a respect nearly equal to that which is due to the 
judge. We might even add that the species of magistracy 
which the notary exercises there is more popular, more useful, 
and more pacific than that vested in the judges, because it 
brings the judge and the party into direct contact. The 
French notary not only enlightens families by wise advice 
on the direction of their affairs, but calms the impatience 
of clients, and appeases the differences occasioned by the 
shock of conflicting interests. And when he has induced 
all parties to compromise, he draws the deed which contains 
the agreement; then this deed is read, signed, and senled 
in the customary form, so as to give a bodily expression to the 
words of the parties, and then this deed becomes authentice— 
that is to say, becomes conclusive evidence of the truth of its 
contents as against all the world. In this way the most im- 
ortant matters of life are managed in France—such as sales, 
oans, contracts, mortgages, contracts of marriage, successions, 
making of wills, donations, guardianship, &c, 
this hypothesis, that the French rotariate is certainly the most 
complete notarial institution which exists, the most in unison 
with Nature and with the history of its attributes, M. Becker 
has undertaken to explain and analyse the notariate and the 
notarial practice of every civilized country. He has reserved 
the honour of the first place in his work to the English 
notariate, to which he has devoted a pamphlet of seventy pages, 
The introduction to the English notariate is an interesting 
chapter, which contains several curious stories which evidence 
the manner in which the notariate of this country is appreciated 
in Franee. But his book could have had but partial success, 
and could only have figured in the libraries of amateurs, if the 
author had simply contented himself with making a dry 
analysis of English legislation on the subject.; He has 
endeavoured to make his book useful and of service to the 
practitioners of every country. For this purpose he has added 


Starting from ~ 


practical thoughts on the different classes of deeds, the i 
common forms in deeds, and the scale of fees payable ~ 


to the notaries of this country. The intention of the 
author is to finish the English part of his work in a second 
pamphlet, in which he will borrow from the practice of soli- 
citors all that is required to make a complete notariate. After 
having finished his work on England, the author will proceed 
to Germany, and will treat, one after the other, of the various 
notarial institutions established in each of the States of that 
Confederacy. Then will come Belgium, Holland, Italy, Spain, 
Portugal, Sweden, the United States, &c. 

Everyone must understand the importance of the. ser- 
vices that such a work may render to the condnet of busi- 


ness ; for without any expense either of travelling or of © 


correspondence, the practitioner of each of these countries 
may make himself acquainted beforehand with the extent of 


the authority of the foreign practitioner, and the power which 
he has in respect of the matter which he wishes to carry out. 


He can at the same time secure the success of his undertaking, ~~ 


and ascertain the amount of the expenses which he will 
incur thereby. This is the information which the author 
supplies ; for to German practitioners he reveals the English 
notarial practice, and to English practitioners the German, 
and so for every country. The task which the author 


has undertaken is great, but his powers are equal to it. To 
mar ie 
a] 


every country he must go to draw out for himself 
of which he thus himself guarantees to us the accuracy. 


oe F 


heartily wish that this publication, which ought to figure in 
the libraries of the jurists and practitioners of our country, 


may obtain all the success and encouragement that it deserves. 





The Law and Practice relating to Discovery by Interrogatories 
under the Common Law Procedure Act 1854, together swith 


an Appendix of Precedents, and a full Index. By. WintiaM ..., 


Comer Pernenam, Esq, London, Maxwell,1864. 


This is a tolerably complete collection of the various cases 2 


which have been decided in courts of common law ‘upon the! 
cmehiniie 


practice as to interrogatories created by the Act 


title; but without much attempt to arrange or digest the deci- 
sions. Wa, doubt, indeed, whether they would readily admit — 


of such treatment, for, so far as we can, very. full 
-acconnt of them given in this bok Gir wile all te mst t- 
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portant judgments are set out verbatim), it would seem that 
the judges themselves are not agreed upon any tangible 
inciple, or any other rule than the analogy, or supposed ana- 
, of the practice in equity on bills of discovery; a practice 
of which they confess, and indeed the confession was scarcely 
needed, that they are thoroughly ignorant, As instances of 
this, see the judgment in Horton vy, Bott, particularly the pas- 
sage beginning with the words “The authority is given by the 
57th section of the Common Law Procedure Act,” near the 
bottom of page 15 of the work before us, and the case of Adams 
y. Lloyd, which will be found at pages 19—25. 

In chapter 2 our author proceeds to discuss the cases in 
which the courts have endeavoured to lay down some more defi- 
nite rules for their own guidance, in which, however, it will be 
found that the desire of the judges to protect the defendant 
from what they call “fishing” applications operates to pre- 
vent any clear and intelligible rule from being enunciated in 
terms iently general to be practically useful. Mr. Pether- 
ham sums up the results of his labours in this direction in four 
postulates, which seem to us to be all deducible from the 
decided cases as restrictions upon the right to interrogate; but 
if it be intended to assert that all- interrogatories which sub- 
stantially conform to these four rules will be passed, and an- 
swers thereto enforced, by the common law courts, we must 
confess that we are very doubtful of the accuracy of the pro- 


The truth is that bills of discovery are relics of the time 
when the parties were not admissible as witnesses, and that no 
advantage can in general be derived therefrom which cannot 
be equally well or better obtained by calling the other party 
as your witness, at least now, when you are permitted, by leave 
of the judge, which in such a case would never, we presume, 
be withheld, to cross-examine a witness called on your own 
behalf who turns out hostile. Tothe best of our belief, not above 
half-a-dozen bills for discovery only have been filed in equity 
in the last twelve years (since the introduction of the new 
practice), and of those half-dozen (or whatever number there 
may have been) it is probable that more than half would have, 
on the authorities before us, been condemned as “ fishing” by 
the courts of common law. 

The most practically useful part of Mr. Petheram’s book, a 
part which will be found of great service to any one who 
may think it to his advantage to make use of this Act, consists 
in the excellent appendix of approved forms, which occupies 
little less than one half of the entire work. 








COURTS. 


LORDS JUSTICES. 

Young v. Fernie.—The following are the terms of the 
order made by the Lords Justices in this case, staying proceed- 
ings pending the appeal to the Lords.* 

. The proceedings to be stayed, the plaintiffs consenting, and 
the defendants to pay the costs of the motion. It is further 


ordered — 

1. That the defendants pay the plaintiffs £10,000 on ac- 
count of their costs. 

2, That the defendants give an account of all their oil made 
from bituminous coals, such account to be verified by Messrs. 
Coleman & Co., the eminent accountants, and pay to the 
plaintiffs, in cash, the sum of 3d. per gallon as royalty thereon, 

3. That the defendants be at liberty to continue their works, 
giving the plaintiffs accounts of their manufacture, and allow- 
ing the plaintiffs the same rights of inspection as contained in 
the licences granted by the plaintiffs, and paying to the plain- 
tiffs 3d, per gallon on all crude oil bi-monthly, 

4. In case the House of Lords should, in the pending appeal, 
reverse the Vice-Chancellor Stuart’s decree, the plaintifis to 
repay the moneys received as may be directed.” 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before Vice-Chancellor Sir J. Sruarr.) 

July 1.— Young v. The Wareham Oil and Candle Com- 
pany —Mr. Malins, Q.C., Mr. W. P. Dickins, and Mr. Theo- 
dore Aston, moved on behalf of the defendants in ag — 
to stay all proveedings therein, pending the to the House 
of Hetds‘in® Young v. Fernie, recettly decided in this branch 
of the-eourt, the dants undertaking that the detision of 
the House of Lords in Young v. Fernie as to the validity of 
the plainsif? Young's patenty should be binding on them, and: 


that they should not, until after the expiration of Young’s 
patent, in October next, make paraffin oil or paraffin from 
the boghead coal. 

Mr. Karslake, for the plaintiffs, waa not called. upon, 

The Vick-CHANCELLOR refused the motion with costa, 

(Before Vice-Chancellor Woon. 

July 7.—Flockton v. Peake.—In this case, which came be- 

fere the Court upon a motion to review the taxation of the de- 


fendant’s costs, as between party and party, a short q of 
some generai interest arose. 
The taxing master had disallowed, among other the 


cost of the shorthand-writers’ notes of the evidence, 

was taken in court vivd voce. The plaintiff, whose bill was 
dismissed with costs by the Vice-Chancellor, had to 
the Lords Justices, who affirmed his Honour’s d Tn 
the course of the hearing of the appeal the shorthand notes 
of the evidence taken upon the hearing in this court were ten- 
dered by the defendant, and used without objection a the 
plaintiff. The taxing master, in taxing the costs of the de- 
fendant, as between party and party, considered that the 
charges for such notes and copies could not be allowed as 
against the plaintiff, and in respect of this and another dis- 
allowance (the employment of a third counsel of the common 
law bar) the present motion was made. 

Mr. Hinde Palmer, Q.C., and Mr. Boyle appeared in sup- 
port of the motion, and urged the great con of 
using on the appeal the shorthand notes of the eviderice taken 
on the first hearing, thereby saving the great expense of sum- 
moning and examining the witnesses all over again. 

Mr. Swanston (Mr. Rolt, Q.C., with him), for the plaintiff, 
was not heard upon this point. 

The Vick-CHANCELLOR said that he certainly would not 
make a precedent for allowing charges of this nature in costs 
as between party and party. He very well knew the enormous 
expense of the shorthand notes of a long examination, whee 
every word, relevant or irrelevant, was taken down, while the 
judge exercised his discretion and only took down that whieh 
was of real importance, The taxing master had rightly dis. 
allowed these costs, and also the costs of employing a third coun- 
sel. That might be done in cases of great difficulty and com- 
plexity, but in a case like this it was a mere luxury, for which 
the defendant must payk  ——— 

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS, 

July 6.—Helps v. Clayton.—In this case, of which we 
mentioned the material facts last week,¢ the judgment is 
to stand over, on account of the case, from its novelty and im- 
portance, requiring further consideration, 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
July 1.—In re Farrar—The bankrupt, a solicitor, earry- 
ing on business in Cannon-street, obtained an immediate order 


of discharge. 
(Before Mr. Registrar Rocus.) 
July 4.—In re Russell—The bankrupt, Isabella Russell, 
described herself as of 107, Tachbrook-street, Pimlico, spinster. 
This was the first meeting for proof of debts and choice 
assignees. 
A proof was tendered by Mr, Bernstein, of the Strand, for £182, 
in respect of dresses and other articles worn by ladies, 
to the bankrupt; that he believed the bankrapt to be a - 
house keeper. The bankrupt, in her examination, admitted 
that at the time when the debt was contracted she was living 
under the protection of gentlemen, and said that the creditor 
had supplied the goods in questioa with full knowledge of her 
merhe Rear ted the proof, on the ground, thet the 
, The ISTRAR rejected t on ; 
evidence established that the goods had been i¢ an, 
immoral purpose. - 
Several other proofs were rejected under precisely similar 
circumstances, 
July 7.—Re H. A. Wildes,—This bankrupt, well known as 
clerk of the peace for the county of Kent, appeared, at an ad- 
journed meeting, for examination and di 


discharge. 
The meeting was further adjourned to the 4th of November. 








GUILDHALL, 
(Before Baron BraMweLu and a Common Jury.) 
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July 1,—-Ablett v, Browne.— This. was-an Sige 
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plaintiff or a person named Norton. The plaintiff is an 
attorney, practising at 6, Newcastle-street, Strand, and 65, 
Cambridge-terrace, Hyde-park, of which house Norton is the 
landlord. Norton is not an attorney, but, in addition to being 
the plaintiff's landlord, acts as his clerk at a salary of £1 10s. 
a week. The defendant, according to his statement, had 
been introduced by Norton to the plaintiff, and the work charged 
for had been done from time to time on verbal instructions, 
without any written retainer. The plaintiff and Norton were 
strictly cross-examined to show that the latter was practising 
in the name of the former, and was, in fact, the person really 
employed. They, however, adhered to their original state- 
ment of their relative positions. The defendant swore that he 
knew nothing of Ablett, that Norton was the person to whom 
he had been originally introduced, and whom he. throughout 
considered as his attorney. 

Mr. Serjt. Tindal Atkinson and Mr. Gibbons appeared for 
the plaintiff; Mr. Serjt. Ballantine and Mr. F. G. Lewis for 
the defendant. 

The jury found a verdict for the defendant. 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


“ NEGLIGENCE” BY A SoLicrror. 

Sir,—As I see that questions on points of law are replied to 
in your publication, I shall feel obliged by some of your readers’ 
views on the following case:—A., in the year 1852, mortgaged 
his property to B., and in the year 1856 sold a portion of 
the mortgaged land without the consent of B.,to C.; C. then 
mortgaged the land purchased by him, to D.; D., on the same 
day as the mortgage, granted a lease to C., and C. regularly 
paid to D. interest, as he states, for several years, until 1860, 
when he endeavoured to sell the property, on which he has ex- 
pended a considerable sum, but, finding he could not sell on 
account of the property being previously mortgaged by A., of 
whom he bought it, he let it to a tenant, E.; B. subsequently 
sold a part of the property mortgaged to him by A., and in- 
cluded in the same advertisement the property A. had sold to 
C., without his consent; the property sold realized sufficient to 
pay off his mortgage, without touching the property sold by 
A. to C.; D., finding his interest unpaid, now distrains (as he 
alleges by virtue of his lease to C.) on E.’s property, and E. 
has replevied; it is now alleged that E. cannot dispute D.’s 
title, as his superior landlord. E. was not aware of the lease 
or mortgage until the distress on him, and had paid his rent 
up to the last quarter to C. The legal estate in respect of the 
property occupied by E., as tenant to C., is still outstanding in 
B., who has not re-conveyed. 

Ist. Gan E. dispute D.’s title, and has D, power to distrain 
on E.'s goods by virtue of the lease from D. to C., who let to 
E., and are there any cases which show the right of a mort- 
gagee who leases under the above circumstances, to distrain 
on an under-tenant ? 

2nd. The solicitor who prepared the conveyance from A. to 
C., and the mortgage from C. to D.,.and the lease from D. to 
C., was weil aware of the previous mortgage, and is the same 

n who acts as bailiff in distraining on E.’s goods, 

Is he liable for negligence in not obtaining the consent of B. 
in the sale from A. to C., or would this be a case to bring 
before the Law Institution ? A SUBSCRIBER, 


Court oF ADMIRALTY. 

Sir,—Will you allow me, through the medium of your 
columns, to point out the great inconvenience and serious 
delays which occur in proceedings in the Admiralty Court, by 
reason of the judge only sitting in chambers one day in the 
week, and not always as often as that. 

“The. motions and summonses have to be filed five days 
before they are heard in chambers, and any of your readers 
accustomed to the prompt and speedy practice of the common 
law offices can readily imagine the difficulty there is getting 
Admiralty suits heard quickly. 

This is a great evil when it is considered that the class of 
mén who are suitors in the Admiralty Court are either mer- 
chants, to whom interest on the money to be eventually re- 
covered is a serious matter, or sailors, to whom time is money. 

Doctors’-commons, June 30. In Rem. 





Hawerns vo. Coutrnurst, Q. B., 12 W. R. 825. 


; Sir,—Allow us to correct an error into which you, in oneies. 


with others, appear to have fallen as regards 
the Court in this case; and-which, if allowed to pass, may 








render nugatory the great value of this decision to holders of 
policies of assurance on the lives of third «ha elie 

The Court certainly decided that the value of the policy at 
the time of the breach was the true measure of under 
the third breach assigned in the declaration (i. €., the for 
feiture occasioned by the defendant’s going to Canaila), but 
also appended the rather important direction that such value 
was to be ascertained by bearing in mitid that the defendant 
had (in the assignment by him) covenanted to pay the 
premiums on the policy; and the effect of this part of the 
judgment is to give substantial, instead of nominal d 
only, to the plaintifis, We may add, in proof of our Suge 
gestion, that the value, instead of being a mere trifle, as you 
apprehend, has been since assessed by Mr. C. J. Jellicoe at 
the sum of £481 10s., the sum for which a deferred payment 
of £1,000 on the death of the defendant (the assured) would, 
at the time of the breach by him, have been secured by any 
respectable assurance office, to be paid to the plaintiffs, 

We agree generally with your excellent remarks upon the 
difficulties surrounding securities created by assurances on 
lives of third parties, and the expediency of devising some 
plan of avoiding those difficulties, although we are not pre. 
pared to say that the “ Jndisputable” policies, as they are 
comprehensively termed, of any existing office at all effect 
that result. We have a recollection of the principle having 
been some few years since introduced by an English office; 
but we believe grounds were found on which to dispute pay. 
ment when the time for that disagreable process arrived. : 

Probably much more benefit would result to all parties 
interested were the existing offices to simplify the conditions of 
their policies instead of attempting to issue indisputable 
policies, which, if strictly what they profess to be, mnst 
obviously, in many cases, be unjust to the shareholders in the 
company. Hourrorp & Taytor, Plaintiff's Attorneys, © 

Lincoln’s- inn, E.C., July 4. ' 


ConvEeYANcinG Costs. 

Sir,—In reply to the letter of “ An Intended Moderate 
Charger” in your paper of the 25th of June last, I beg to say 
that the guinea includes ail attendances, in fact every charge 
but the stamp. One THAT Knows. 


ADMINISTRATION SUITS. 


Sir,—I ask permission to say a few words in your Journal ag 
to administration suits, It need hardly be said that a large 
portion of causes in equity fall within this designation. Some 
of such suits are hostile, whilst others are friendly. The 
general objects of these suits are either to protect a fund or 
to get questions of doubt settled by the Court. Such suits not 
unfrequently become very troublesome, and call for ee 
conduct. No doubt, in some, and it may be acknowledged i 
many instances, these suits are simple and pay well. Bat 
there are exceptions to this. 

What I wish chiefly to advert to is the costs of administra. 
tion suits) By the present regulations, the costs must be 
taxed, and it is becoming the practice to do this very rigidly, 
It is true that costs as between solicitor and client are gene- 
rally agreed to, but this is a very flimsy protection. Not un- 
frequently a plaintiff, who has either protected a fund, or got 
it administered under circumstances of difficulty, is a loser, 
The extra costs must either be lost by the solicitor or fall on 
the client. Taxing masters, who have been long out of practice 
as solicitors, little estimate difficulties, and accounts which may 
involve considerable investigation, are literally “laughed at 
as trifles. Again complexities and difficulties in the rights of 
parties are little estimated in the master’s office. No dot 
some allowance must be made for this, as the solicitors in the 
suit can alone enter into such matters. 

Now, sir, it is under these circumstances that I suggest a 
power to agree upon costs by the parties. Why should ‘not 
the parties to an administration suit—where all are com 
have such a power as this? The delay incident to drawing 
up a decree and taxing costs is frequently cruel in its results 
to the parties. Though the taxing-masters are, generally 
speaking, gentlemen of probity and honour, it is still a in-. 
adequate office, even to pass by its enormous "When. 
a fund is being dealt with by the . benefice what harm; 
could result from the power I suggest? There .mre,, in: praciy 
tice, precedents for this, as in the case’ of otders to 
where costs are only taxed where the parties cannot agree, 
hint is thrown out for the consideration-of the. profession, | 
with all. respect for the taxing-masters. ‘The individual 
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check to extortion. It not unfrequently happens that, in the 
present state of things, money has to be borrowed upon the 
jnterests of the parties. This is not only attended with the 
of interest, but with costs of equitable mortgages. 

little understand the delay which takes p!ace in draw- 
ing up decrees, and in taxing costs, and the blame falls on 
the solicitors. The whole machinery of the Court of Chancery 





requires revision in many respects, and that by practical men, 
Much has already been done by law reformers, but even now 
it is too cumbrous and dilatory. Accept my apology for these 
hints. J. CULVERHOUSE. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Joun Matumson, of Bedale, in the county of York, gen- 
tleman, to be a Commissioner to administer oaths in the High 
Court of Chancery. 


Mr. AtrreEp Hira, son of M. D. Hill, Esq., Q.C., Recorder 
of Birmingham and Commissioner of the Bristol District Court 
of cary gd to be Registrar of the Birmingham Bankruptcy 
Court, vice Mr. Wilson, resigned. 

Mr. E. Mrtter, one of the official assignees of the Bristol 
District Court, has retired after a period of twenty-two years’ 
service. The vacancy thus created will not be filled up, but 
Mr. A. J. Acraman will be sole official assignee for the Bristol 
district. 

Jou¥ Wester Benyon, of Perth; Wittram N. MILER, 
of Galt; and ALexaNpER Morais, of Perth, Esqs., Barristers- 
at-Law; M. Josrru Hickey, of Ottawa, Esq., Attorney- 

; Isaac Suspson, of Kingston ; and Isaac Fran 
ois Toms, of Goderich, to be Notaries Public of Upper 
Canada. 





The Hon. Cuanpos Leiau to be recorder of Stamford, 
vice Mr. Flowers, Metropolitan Police Magistrate. 


PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Tuesday, July 5. 
Bripery Bit. 

In answer to 2 question from Lord Cranworth, 

Lord Brovenam said it was not his intention to proceed 
farther with this bill in this session. He was bound to believe 
that the members of the other House were resolved, if possible, 
to t bribery and corruption, and if such was their reso- 

‘they might, by a standing order, require every member 
on taking his seat to make a declaration that his return had 
not been procured by corrupt means. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, July 1. 
Penat Servirupe Acts AMENDMENT Bit, 
Mr. Hunr brought up the report of the committee which had 
‘béen appointed to draw up reasons for disagreeing with certain 
ofthe Lords’ amendments on this bill, and the report was 


agreed to. 
Courts or JusTICE. 

The Artornry-GENERAL obtained leave to bring in a bill 
tosupply means towards defraying the expenses of providing 
courts of justice, and of the various offices belonging thereto, 
and for other purposes. 

Inns or Court, 

Mr. Grawr Dorr called attention to the report of the Com- 
mmission on the Inns of Court, appointed in July, 1854, which 
‘Was presented in 1855. He meant to confine himself 
one of the questions dealt with by the ission—namely, 
thection of the inns of Court in ing access to the bar. 
That subject had been often discussed in Parliament during 

twenty years, and every discussion had, he believed, 

y some reform. In 1846 Mr. Wyse moved for a 

& select committee on the question. Their report was pre- 
pry sae paar eto Some time was allowed to the Inns 
of Court-to enable them to reflect upon the course which they 





i 





composed of very distinguished men, and appointed at the instance 
of Mr. Napier, since Lord Chancellor of Ireland, and they 
recommended, omens, other things, that the Inns of Court 
should be constituted into a sort of legal university, gi r 
systematic training, to be tested by a compulsory wb 
There were three different classes into which -the profession 
was divided. First, those who went to the bar with a direct 
view to practise ; secondly, those who went to the bar, not with 
the direct view of succeeding as practitioners, but in the hope 
of obtaining some appointment which law or custom confined 
to members of the bar; and thirdly, merely nominal barristers. 
With regard to the practitioners, a good practice was no 
guarantee of fitness to discharge the higher duties of his pro- 
fession, and it was notorious that successful practitioners were 
often the most bitter and determined enemies of law reform. 
With regard to the second class, it would be seen by the evi- 
dence of Lord Brougham before the committee of 1846, that 
there was often great difficulty in finding persons capable of 
taking office as colonial judges, because the capable men were 
only trained in English Jaw, and had no systematic training in 
general jurisprudence, which would enable them to deal with 
systems different from their own, He would read a few sen- 
tences, written some years ago, but applying, with little Varia- 
tion, to the present state of things, which were descriptive of 
the different laws in force in the various parts of the Queen’s 
dominions :— 

“ At this moment there are few of the systems of legislation, 
either of ancient or modern times, which are not ih foree as 
living law in the British Empire—Menu and Mohammed, béside 
the civil rights of the Hindoo and the Musstiiman, and an = 

al from India compels our Privy Councillors to corstilt 

oran and the Puranas as authorities at Whitehall. “In the 
Norman isles, the severed portions of the domain of the Con- 
queror, the barbaric costumal framed by his justiciars ‘still 
guides the grand bailiff and the seneschal who dispense the 
equity of Rollo, now forgotten, in the hall of Rowen, Canada 
cherishes the volumes which have been cast forth ‘from the 
Palais de Justice, and the legitimate representatives of the 
proud and learned Presidents of the Parliament of Paris are 
found in the court-house of a colonial town. ‘Banished from 
the flowering meadows of the Seine, the ordontances ‘expounded 
by St. Louis constitute the tenures of land on the gulf 6f St. 
Lawrence. In the opposite hemisphere, we bestow an equal 
protection upon the Codes of Napoleon. Our 
appoints her alcaldes and her corregidores in the Indies of 
Columbus, while her landrosts in Southern Africa are ed 
by the placets of the departed Republic of the Nether 
lands,” 
He would now pass to the third class—nominal barristers. 
This was a numerous class, largely represented in that House 
and in general society, and he contended that it was as little 
for the advantage of that class as for society that they should 
be barristers in name only. To bear the title the juld ‘at 
least have gone through some course, which would add some- 
thing to the title. ‘The Council of Lé Education, 
the five Readers of the Inns of Court, anda joint domitittee 
of the Inns had all agreed in favour of a compulsory examina- 
tion. The Benchers of Lincoln’s-inn, however, by @ majority, 
came to the determination to oppose the t of the com, 
mittee, and, after a great deal of controversy with the other 
Inns, a compromise was at length effected in the shape of the 
regulations which came into force in Michaelmas, 1868. He 
hoped that whoever undertook the defence of the Inns of Court 
would explain the grounds on which they had disregarded the 
recommendations of a select committee of thie House, of 2 
Royal commission, and of the Council of Education, and 
the opinions of the Lord Chancellor, Lord Brongham, the five 
Readers, and other experienced lawyers. at 

Mr. Neate complained that the Inns of Court were trreipon- 
sible in the discharge of their functions. - parities 

The Seaacrna Eomttonlle said that he was himself in favour 
of compulsory examinations; ,but there were other considera- 
tions which had influenced the Inns of Court, .All who fought 
admission to the Bar were not nevessarily persons intending to 
practise. Many gentlemen wanted to qualify themselves for 
performing the duty of magistrates, and some of the most 4 
tinguished members of that House itself belonged to oné‘o 
other of the Inns of Court. The Inns thought that to esta- 
blish a strict examination would have the effect of deterring 
persons of that elass from seeking admission to the Bar, which 
would be prejudicial not only to the Bar, but also to the 
public. The Government did not intend to take any in 
the matter, believing, as they did, that the Inns cajoyad the 

confidence of the profession 
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Wednesday, July 6. 
InsoLveNT Destors’ BILL, 
Sag eae moved that the House go into committee upon 
this bill, 

Mr. Pacer appealed to the hon. member not to press the 
bill. The Lord Chancellor had introduced a somewhat ana- 
logous measure into the other House, but, owing to representa- 
tions that were made, and opposition that was offered, that bill 
had been withdrawn. 

Mr. Pauw said he had abstained from pressing this bill 
until now, because he had understood that the Lord Chancellor 
intended to deal with the subject to which it related. As the 
Lord Chancellor's bill had been withdrawn he knew no reason 
why this bill should not be proceeded with. 

After a few words from Mr. Barnes and Colonel Frencu, 

The Honse went into committee, but no progress was ma de. 





Pending Measures of Regislation. 
Courts or Justice (STE) Brit, 

Preamble.—Recites the Commission of 1858, for inquiring into 
the expediency of concentrating all the superior courts of law 
and equity, the Probate and Divorce Courts, and the Court of 
Admiralty, and the various offices belonging to the same, and 
into the means for carrying out the above objects. And the 
report of such commission, that such concentration was expe- 
dient, and their recommencation, as a site therefor, of certain 
premises lying between Carey-street and the Strand, and that 
such premises could not be acquired without the authority of 
Parliament; and that it was expedient that powers should be 
given to the Board of Works to purchase such lands, and pro- 
vide accommodation for the said courts and offices, be it en- 
acted, &c. 

1. Short title. “ The Courts of Justice Building Act, 1864.” 
rs 2. Incorporation of Commissioners of Works for purposes of 

ct. 

3, Purposes of Act: acquisition of a convenient site; erec- 
tion on such site of suitable buildings; and such works and 
things as are conducive to the attainment of the above pur- 


4. The commissioners may purchase any of the prescribed 
lands, “ with the exception of the building known as Temple 
Bar, which they shall not be empowered to purchase, take, or 
use without the consent of the Lord Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Commoners of the City of London in Common Councii as- 
sembled ,testified in writing under the hand of the town clerk of 
the said city for the time being.” 

5. All lands purchased by the commissioners to continue 
subject to land tax and rates. 

6, Power to commissioners to enter on the prescribed lands 
for the purpose of surveying or valuing the same. 

7. The Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, and the Act 
23 & 24 Vict. c. 106, to be incorporated with this Act, except 
as follows (that is to say) :— 

(1.) The Lands Clauses Consolidation Act,ss, 16,17, shall 
not be incorporated with this Act. 

(2.) This. Act shall be the “Special Act,’’ and the 
commissioners shall be the * tS of the under- 


(3.) The bond required by the Lands Clauses Consolida- 
tion Act, s. 85, shall be under the common seal of the 
commissioners, and shall be sufficient without the 
addition of the sureties in the said section mentioned, 

8. Questions of disputed compensation in London to be 
heard in the Lord Mayor's Court of the City of London. 

9. Upon the purchase by the commissioners of the pre- 
scribed lands, or any part thereof, all rights of way, and 
other easements in or relating to such land, shall be 
extinguished, without prejudice to any right to recover com- 

tion. 

10. Limit for compulsory purchase, five years, 

11. The commissioners may construct such buildings and 
works, and do all such other things as may, in their opinion, 
be necessary or expedient. 

12. Nothing in this Act to impair any rights of the Metro- 
politan Board of Works in relation to any sewers, drains, or 
watercourses, 

13: Nor to prejudice any rights vested in the Commis- 
sioners of Sewers of the city of London, with respect to Bell 
Yard, 

14, All buildings crected on the prescribed lands to be 
exempt from the first part of the “ Metropolitan Buildings 
Act, 1855.” 


15. No purchases to be made without the authority of the of the 
Treasury, 

16. Notices, &c., may be signed by the solleitor or secretary 
for the time being of the commissioners, and need not be under 
their common seal. 

17. Orders concerning money paid into court may be made 
at chambers, 

18. Penalty for obstructing commissioners, £5, 

19. No deed or other instrument made by, to, or with the 
commissioners to be subject to any stamp duty. 

20. Every conveyance or other deed whereby any of the 
prescribed land is conveyed to the commissioners shall be 
enrolled in the Court of Exchequer, and entered in the books 
of the commissioners. 

21. A copy of the plans of the prescribed lands shall be 
deposited at the office of the commissioners, and persons 
may at all seasonable times inspect the same on payment of 
a fee of one shilling. 


Courts oF Justice Money Bix. 


Preamble—Whereas it is expedient that the cost of erect. 
ing the intended new courts of justice should be borne as fol. 
lows :-— 

Ist. By the sale to Parliament of the old offices. 

2ndly. By a contribution of One Million Stock, part.ofa 
sum of £1,291,629 10s, 5d. Stock, surplus interest of 
the Suitor’s Fund (hereinafter referred to as the Sor. 
plus Interest Fund) and 

3rdly. By the taxation of suitors of the courts, other than 
the Court of Chancery to be accommodated in the said 
building. ; 

Be it therefore enacted, &c. 

1. Short titlk—“‘ The Courts of Justice Money Act, 1864.” 

2. Definition of “ The Treasury,” “ Suitors,” and “ Compen- 
sation Allowances.” 


Provision of Fund for Works. 


3. Advances required for works not exceeding in the whole 
£1,500,000, to be made by the Paymaster-General. 

4, All repayments to the Account of the Paymaster-General 
to be carried to and be made part of the Consolidated Fund, 

5. For the purpose of securing such repayment there shall 
be contributed a sum not exceeding £1,500,000, as follows: 

First, £* estimated value of the present conrts 
and offices. 

Secondiy, £1,000,000, Surplus Interest Fund: 

And lastly, an annuity for aterm of fifty years, to be 
raised by fees to be imposed on suitors and on processes 
in the courts and offices to be accomodated in the said 
new buildings other than the Court of 

6. Surplus interest fund, to an extent, not exceeding in the 
whole one million stock, to be sold as the said Lord Chan. 
cellor shall from time to time direct; and the moneys arising 
from such sale to be paid to the account of the Paymaster. 
General. 

7. The residue of the advances, with interest, to be repaid 
by a contribution, to be levied on the suitors (other than those 
of chancery) using the said buildings, ot a redemption ann 
calculated at £4 per centum per annum on the amount.of 
residue, and payable for a term of fifty , such term to 
commence from the period when such buildings ‘shall be com 
pleted and fit for occupation, the commencement of such 
to be announced in the London Gazette by the direction of the 
Treasury 

8. The amount of such residue to be ascertained by adding 
to the principal money interest from the time of the 
advances up to the commencement of the said term.of fifty 
years, at the rate of £3 5s. per centum per annum. 

9. The suitors (other than those of chancery) are to, contri- 
bute in proportion, as far as may be, to the use. made by them 
of the buildings erected in pursuance of the said 
Act. This proportion to be determined by the Treasury. 

10. This contribution to be levied by means.of 9. separate 
fee, called the rent of courts’ fee, to be collected by stamps. 

to 
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The net produce of such rents of courts’ fee:to be paid by 
the Commissioners of Inland Revenue to. the credit. of the 
Paymaster-General. : wees 

11, The Paymaster-General is annpally to make up and 
balance an account of the moneys: id in ragech at the 
said redemption annuity, and the rent.of .comrts’ fags #8 be 
from time to time revised and 90 that, the, product 
par nigansigpe yd pee em new the amount pay: 
able in respect of the said redemption. annuity for that yea: 

* So in Act. 
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If in any year there shall be a deficiency, such deficiency is to 
be satisfied with interest at £3 5s. per centum per annum, by 
means of increased fees in the next year, or as soon as con- 
yeniently practicable; but if in any year there shall have been 
an excess, such excess is to be applied in redeeming so much 
of the said annuity as may be. 

This account to be annually laid before Parliament. 

12. As soon as such redemption annuity shall have been 
satisfied as aforesaid, the rent of courts’ fee to cease to be 
levied. 

13, The treasury may from time to time make regulations 
with respect to the Advances Act, and all other matters neces- 
sary to carry this Act into effect. - 

14. The Lord Chancellor may negotiate for the purchase or 
redemption of the compensation allowance, either for a gross 
amount of cash or stock, or for a Government annuity, on 
the basis of the tables referred to by 10 Geo. 4, c. 24, s. 14; 
and for this purpose may sell any part of the Surplus Interest 
Fund, or of any fund charged with such compensation allow- 


ances. 

16. Ifthe Suitors’ Fund remaining in the Court of Chancery 
shall be at any time insufficient to satisfy the claims of the 
suitors thereon, such deficiency shall, to the extent of one million, 
be made good out of the Consolidated Fund; and ifthe residue 
of the Surplus Interest Fund and the other funds charged with 
compensation allowances are insufficient to meet such charges 
such last-mentioned deficiency also shall be made good out of 
Consolidated Fund. 

15. Notwithstanding their removal to the site provided by 
the Courts of Justice Building Act, 1863, the superior courts 
of law and equity may exercise the same jurisdiction and enjoy 
the rights and privileges as they have hitherto exercised and 
enjoyed, and all statutes, charters, and other instruments 
wherein Westminster is described or referred as being the 
locality of the said courts, shall be construed as if the site pro- 
vided by the said Courts of Justice Act, 1864, had been de- 
scribed or referred to in the said statutes, charters, and other 
instraments as the locality of the said courts instead of West- 
minster. 

17, Forms of writs may be altered by order in council. 

18. Whenever the Lord Chancellor certities under his hand 
to the Treasury that business, hitherto conducted in the pre- 
mises described in the schedule, or any part of such premises, 
has been transferred to any of the intended new buildings, the 
following consequences shall ensue—that is to say, such build- 
ings, lands, and premises shall thereupon vest in the commis- 
sioners, as incorporated by 15 & 16 Vict. c. 28, for the purposes 


of that Act, discharged from all subsisting trusts. 


19, And whereas by virtue of 15 Geo. 3, cc. xxii., lvi., part 
of the garden of Lincoln’s-inn was sold for the six clerks’ and 
i ’ offices, and the same are now used as the offices of 

A tant-General and Registrars, and of the Clerks of 
Records and Writs, and of the Clerk of Enrolments, and the same 
are now under the said two Acts, and under 5 & 6 Vict.c. 102, 
s. 29, vested in the Accountant-General: and whereas under 
56 Geo. 3, c. lxxxiv., a court for the sittings of the Vice-Chan- 
cellor of England was erected in Lincln’s-inn, and vested in 
i : and whereas 
the said society did in 1841, 1851, and at other times, expend 
out of their own funds certain sums for the benefit of the Court 
of Chancery: and whereas, after the gaid new buildings shall 
have been erected, Lincoln’s-inn will cease to have the benefit 
of the business of the said courts being carried on within the 
pace thereof, and it is just that the said society should 

repaid the amount of their aforesaid outlays: be it 
that Lincoln’s-inn may re-purchase the sites of the said 
ks? and registrars’ offices at the selling price, and the 
themselves at a valuation as old building materials; 
trusts declared by 56 Geo. 3, c. lxxxiv., shall be 
and Vice-Chancellor Kindersley’s Court shall 
to all intents and purposes the exclusive property of 
, Without payment for the same; and the said 

shall be repaid the sums they have expended out of 
funds for the use of the said Court of Chancery; and the 
Lord Chancellor may settle an account with the said society 
upon the basis of this enactment, and order the balance of such 
account to be paid into or out of the Suitors’ Fee Fund, as the 
ey and thereupon may make a vesting order of the 
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said sites and buildings in favour of the said society. The option 
of the said sites, and purchasing the said erec- 
tions and: respectively, may be exercised by the said 
society at-any time within two years after notice to the treasurer 
of the said of the filing of the certificate of the Lord 


Schedule. 
The “ Masters’ Offices,” and all other the lands and here- 
ditaments, if any, parchased or acquired in pursuance of the 
Act of 32 Geo. 3, c, 42. 








SCOTLAND. 


COURT OF SESSION, 
LiaBILITY oF TrusTEES IN BANKRUPTCY. 

June 20.—In re Freyd’s Sequestration.—Under the 83rd 
section of the Bankruptcy (Scotland) Act, 1856, any trustee 
who shall keep in his hands, for more than ten days, a sum 
belonging to the bankrupt estate exceeding £50, “shall pay 
interest to the creditors at the rate of £20 percentum perannum 
on the excess of such sum above £50, for such time as the same 
shall be in his hands beyond ten days.” The trustee in this 
case had been directed to divide £643 among the creditors as a 
first dividend. He intimated by circular to all the creditors 
entitled to share in it, that they would receive payment in his 
office in Glasgow, on the 8th day of October, 1863. The 
majority came and received paymens during the next week. 
But creditors entitled to receive to the amount of £219 did 
not call for their dividend until about the end of the month, 
and during the interval this £219 remained in the hands of 
the trustee. This appeared on the face of his accounts, and 
was observed by the accountant in bankruptcy when he came 
to examine them according to the statute. 

The Solicitor-General and Mr. A. S, Kinnear, now reported 
the matter to the Court, and urged that the penalty ought to 
be inflicted. 

Mr. Patton and Mr. C. Scott, for the trustee, maintained 
that, on a dividend becoming payable, he was entitled to draw 
the money necessary to pay it, from the bank, and to retain it in 
his hands for the behoof of the creditors entitled to it until it 
was convenient for them to call for it. 

The Courr* held that the bankrupt statute was intended to 
prevent trustees from retaining the money of the estate in their 
hands for more than ten days, and to a er amount than £50 
in all circumstances; that this trustee contravened the 
statute, and must pay the penal interest of 20 per cent.; but it 
was observed that no blame was attachable to him, and the ac- 
countant in bankruptcy did not ask for costs. 





REGISTRATION oF Writs. 

The Society of Law Agents for the eastern district of Fife 
have addressed a memorial to the Lord Advocate and the Lord 
Clerk Register suggesting various alterations in the registers of 
land rights, which, they say, can be made Fick ehh 
and at once, without the aid of Parliament. ey ch 
complain of the excessive cost of registration, and pray for s 
reduction of the same. 








IRELAND, 


RELEASE OF PRISONERS IN WESTMEATH. 

Some stir has lately been caused here by the liberation of 
Patrick Egan and Michael and Patrick Duigan, in the 
Westmeath, before the term of their sentence had 
The prisoners were indicted for appearing in arms, to the 
terror of her Majesty’s subjects, and also for sey an 
dwelling-house. They were convicted at Mullingar 
Assizes, 1862, and sentenced to two years’ imprisonment by 
Chief Justice Monxhan, but on a memorial sent to the Lord 
Lieutenant were released after only a few months’ confine- 
ment. 

The grand jury of the County Westmeath, at the next 
Spring Assizes, passed an address to the Lord Lieutenant, in 
which, after detailing the circumstances, they stated that “ the 
difficulty of procuring evidence consequent upon the almost in- 
vincible intimidation abroad, would be fearfully strengthened 
by such clemency as was shown to the offenders in question, 
one of whom had to be bound over to keep the peace, imme- 
diately upon his liberation, in consequence of a riot resulting 
in celebration of his triumph.” They therefore felt “ called 
upon to address his Excellency upon this gubject, and to 
protest against the system of pardoning offenders against the 
peace of the county, under any circumstances, without pre- 
vious consultations with the local magistrates specially con- 
vened for that purpose.” 





lor, men in s. 18, 





* Lord Justice General, and Lords of First Division. 
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This address was forwarded to his Excellency by Lord 
Castlemaine, Vice-Lieutenant of the county. 

The Lord Lieutenant having declined to give any satis- 
factory answer, the memorial on which the release was granted 
was moved for in the House of Lords, and, after considerable 
pressure, Earl Granville consented to produce it. 

On the return being presented to the House, it appeared that 
the prisoner Michael Duigan had presented a petition to his 
Excellency, which was received on March 30, 1863, in which 
he stated that it “ was altogether a case of mistaken identity on 
the part of the prosecutor, who must have taken some other 
person to be petitioner, who most solemnly declares he was 
not near the prosecutor's house at the time of the occur- 
rence; neither had he hand, act, or part, or knowledge of the 
matter ;” and also that he had an aged father and mother in a 
great measure dependent upon his help. This petition was 
also signed by forty-seven other persons. There was also a 
petition in favour of the prisoners from Mr. Berry, a Baptist 
minister in the neighbourhood; inclosing aletter from a Mr. 
William Green, a member of his church, a juryman, and 
agent to a gentleman of property in the county, in which 
he said, “It is a well-known fact that they were not the 
persons guilty of the crime, and I am quite sure they were not. 
Now, it is a great hardship that innocent men should be suffer- 
ing in the jail of Mullingar so long. I suppose it must have 
been a mistake of the prosecutor as to identity, as these three 
young men always bore an unblameable character. If any- 
thing could be done to mitigate their sentence it would be a 
gréat mercy.” 

On these representations Lord Carlisle conceived that he 
had sufficient ground for releasing the prisoners, and he ac- 
cordingly ordered their discharge. 


ALLEGED Conspiracy To Derraup. 


The ease of vi Lemon, at present before the Court 
of Exchequer, is likely to become one of the causes celebres of 
the time. It is an action upon a bill of exchange for £2,000, 
drawn by the defendant, an extensive manufacturer of confec- 
tionary in Dublin, on Mr. Ruthven, and endorsed to the pluin- 
tiff, a cement manufacturer at Great Yarmouth, in Norfolk. 
Sonie time ago Lemon purchased Dyce’s Horse Repository in 
Stephen's«green. Shortly after he was applied to by Mr. 
Southwell Ruthven, son of a gentleman who once represented 
the city of Dublin in Parliament. He stated that he was in 
partnership with Mr B. Parker, a very eminent man and a 
large capitalist, living in London. Parker agreed to purchase 
the premises in Stephen's-green for the sum of £20,000, of 
which £5,000 was to be paid on the execution of the conveyance; 
but this was not done. Lemon charges these two gentlemen 
and others with the following scheme to defraud him:— 
Ruthven, in Dublin, kept perpetually reading to Lemon certain 
letters received: from Parker, in London, describing enormous 
business transactions in which he was engaged, and speaking 
as if he had an unlimited command of money. He consigned to 
Lemon 800 casks of worthless cement, on which the latter paid 
£70 freight and advanced £200, Lemon firmly believed in 
the representations contained in these letters, the more readily 
as Parker had promised to get him into Parliament at the next 
general election for Ennis. The result was an arrangement 
that Parker should get Lemoni’s bills discounted to the amount 
of £7,000; but Lemon got no money for his bills, and when he 
went to London to see about them, Parker gave him checks for 
the amount, which were, however,*]l post-dated, and upon pre- 
sentation wére not honoured. Eventually, Lemon had to pay 
£1,500 to the Union Bank, and give the bank a mortgage for the 
residiué of the bills which they had discounted. One of the bills 
was discovered, by means of the detectives, in the possession of a 
London named Eldred, who gave it up on receiving 
a eum of £163. The character of Parker and the antecedents 
of Rathven were discovered, and Lemon, therefore, determined 
to fesist the payment of the t bill, as having been ob- 
tained from himi by fraud. Thereupon Reynolds issued a 
traderdebter simmons against him on the Ist of April, and 
Cathe over 'to tis eouritry to make his ense. Lemon stated the 
while of thé cirewmstances to the Court of Bankruptey, and 
obtained leave to defend the action. 


PresenratTi6s TO Ma, SerdeAnt SuLnivan. 
A latge nushber of the members of the Legal and Historical 
age which is cy peng exclusively of gentlemen of the 
wr, met lately at the Four Courts for the purpose of present- 
ing Mr, Serjeant Sullivan with a handsome silver claret jug, 
as a recognition of the warm interest which he has always taken 





in the welfare of the society, and as a mark of their | 
esteem and regard for him, ‘The testimonial, which is a copy 
of a vase taken from the Spanish Armada, and now. th  Proe 
perty of her Majesty, was manufactured at the establi nt 
of Messrs. West & Son. An address was read to the learned | 
serjeant on the part of the gentlemen joining in the . 
tion, to which he responded in suitable terms, when the meet. 
ing, another of the many proofs of the high esteem with whi 
the learned serjeant is regarded by the members of his profas. 
sion, separated, 








COLONIAL TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE, 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH, UPPER CANADA, 
In re The Recorder and Judge of the Division Court of the 
City of Toronto, ’ 
CRIMINAL INFORMATION: ’ 
On application for leave to file a criminal information againet 


a division court judge, for his conduct in imposing a 
contempt upon a barrister employed to couduct @ case 
im, ‘ 
Held, that such leave should never be granted unless the Court 
see plainly that dishonest, oppressive, vindictive, or corrupt 
motives influenced the mind and prompted the act complained 
of, which in this case was clearly not shewn. ’ 
Queere, whether such information is proper in the cast of 4 

judge of an inferior court of civil jurisdiction, én relation t 

a matter over which he has exclusive jurisdiction. 

(E. T., 27 Viet.) 

This was an application for leave to file & criminal thforma- 
tion against a judge of a division court, for his conduct in im- 
posing a fine of five dollars upon a barrister who was employed 
to conduct a case before him. . 

The facts are sufficiently stated in the judgment. ; 

Draper, C. J.—The barrister states on affidavit that on the 
5th of April last, as counsel for plaintiff in that case, heapplied 
to have the trial postponed, on account of the absence of & 
material witness; that the judge required proof that the Witiiess 
had been duly subpoenaed, and that proof of that fact was given; 
that the judge held that the money tendered to the witness 
insufficient in amount, and “in a sneering manner ” 80 d ; 
that thereupon the barrister made the following observation :-— 
“J hope there is nothing evinced in this matter but for for- 
warding the ends of justice.” He swore also that he did not 
“insult” or intend to “insult” the judge on this occasion; 
that the judge, however, “ without hesitation, or saying a #itigle 
word, stated, ‘I fine you five dollars for a contempt of court, 
and ordered the barrister to be taken into custody until hé paid 
the fine, which was settled forthwith. The affidavit further 
stated that the deponent’s belief that the judge on this, as on 
formet occasions, wilfully endeavoured to vate R , for 
the purpose of entrapping him into some recriminatory language 
to afford him a pretext to gratify his long cherished malice, 
which he “ unmistakeably and unjustifiably evinced the same 
day previously” towards the deponent; and it also cotitained 
a strong statement of opinion as to the unfitness of the 
for his position, for reasons which, even if well founded, have 
no connection with this application, and the onnecessify ‘and 
impertinent introduction of which is calculated to suggest in- 
quiry as to the bona } mor of this application. 

I am not prepared to decide that the proceeding asked for is 
at all proper in the case of a judge of an inferior court of civil 
jurisdiction, in relation to a matter over which he has exélv- 
sive jurisdiction. The Consolidated Statute of Upper Canada, 
chapter 14, appears to have been passed to afford a retedy 
where the judge of a county court is guilty of misbehaviour in 
office. But assuming for the moment that a ease might oecur 
which would justify our granting this extrao remedy, 
there are general rong omg ade must have influence 
on our judgment in deciding upon the particular cireumstanecs 
on Which the application is founded, P : 

It would have a very injurious effect on the administration 
ot justice before these tribunals, and woul pa Agree 
7 
hent to 





respéct to which their judges are, as I 
if the superior courts gave the least en 
tions like the present unless npon 
description. - In imost contested cases, 
pers and passions of suitors are watral s 
courts, the parties themselves very ; ‘own 
cases, unless the judge were promptly to :* 
approach to indecorum or d it- would prea 
impossible for him to transact the ess brought before him. 








PTR ARPS S| 


. 9 


fe 2532.4 58 | 


a5) STP 


— 
La 


Fees nel Geese rst | Hele 


 BRERSSTRT LES ser recrres 





July 9,1864, THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 731 








If such apparent indecorum proceeds from a member of the bar, 
some of whom appear not as attorneys merely, but in the higher 
character, in the division courts, it becomes the more indis- 
pensible for the judge to exercise his full powers to put it 
down, for the barrister has not the excuse of the personal ex- 
citement of the suitor, and must be assumed to know that it is 
his duty to aid, not to embarrass, the judge in the faithful dis- 
charge of his functions. Hence if his conduct were even 
erroneously treated by the judge as contemptuous, and if conse- 
uently the adjudication of contempt would, on a full and 
deliberate examination, be found incorrect, this would afford no 
und whatever for a criminal information, which I appre- 
hend will never be granted unless the Court see plainly that 
dishonest, oppressive, vindictive, or corrupt motives influenced 
the mind and prompted the act of the judge complained against. 
The power of punishing contempts by fine is given by 
statute to the judge of a division court, and such a power, 
though, like any other power by which a man becomes as it 
were a judge in his own cause, and can exercise his authority 
without any direct control, and perhaps without any respon- 
sibility, dangerous as open to abuse, is nevertheless found 
indispensible. Contempts are perhaps the most undefinable 
of offences, for they may consist in looks and demeanour as 


- well as in positive acts and expressions, and though our statute 


uses the word “ wilfully insults,” it does not appear to me to 
change the application or extent of the power given. 

Very extensive as this power of fining or committing for 
contempt unquestionably is, it is a matter of satisfaction to 
know that in relation to the conduct of business in open court 
its exercise has been rarely called for. There has been and I 
trust always will be a mutual self-respect and high apprecia- 
tion of their respective duties between the bench and the bar, 
which has materially advanced the true interest of suitors, and 
promoted the satisfactory conduct of judicial business, and I 
have had a sufficient number of years experience to enable me 
to speak in the highest terms of the aid I have thus derived 
from the profession, and my brothers, I know, concur with me 
in this feeling. But occasional exceptions will arise, sometimes 
from peculiar cases, and, in instances happily not frequent, 
from the conduct of particular individuals. It is more easy to 
feel than to describe how an advocate may exhaust the patience 
and wear the temper of any judge, by continually. keeping on 
the verge of what he well knows to be forbidden ground, and 
by occasionally overstepping the line, after oft repeated check 
and caution from the bench, in the ardour, real or affected, of 
his zeal for his client. When such conduct is long persevered 
in, it produces almost inevitably in the judge's mind a sense 
that it requires scrupulous watching in order that the advocate 
may if possible be restrained within proper limits, or, if he will 
exceed them, may if necessary be promptly punished, and thus 
it may well happen that the judge may pronounce the advocate 
to be in contempt, where a bystander who knew nothing be- 
yond the immediate occurrence might deem the decision harsh 
or even unwatrantable, I cannot take upon myself to say 
that what appears on the affidavit in this case excludes the 
possibility of such an influence operating on the mind of the 
judge in question. 

t however this may be, considering the facts brought be- 
fore us, I have not the slightest hesitation in saying that they 
do not make a case for a criminal information, if the power to 
grant it were established beyond all dispute. 

I think, therefore, the rule should be refused. 

Hacarry, J., and Morrison, J., concurred. 

Rule refused, 








FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


FRANCE. 

The curious will case of the Commander Machado, men- 
tioned in our last,* has been at last brought to aclose. The 
j t of the court below has been confirmed, and the 
English clients, who so confidently expected that justice would 
say its last word for them, have lost their cause. In addition 
to the cireumstances before mentioned, it ap: from the 
official seals affixed at the iter teces 
rof eccentric personage’ roken 

abstracted, but the Court seemed to attach 

ever to the fact. It is equally worthy of 
ice that id¥ocite-General’s speech, which is a sort of 
Serene ae cia 
in favour: \ lants. e following is 









‘Whereas it appears from the documents laid before the 
Court that the Commander Gama Machado, after certain super- 
ficial studies, came to believe himself the creator of a philo- 
sophical system, and that he considered himself as the equal of 
greatest geniuses, and published a strange work full of para- 
doxes, ill-explained and of incoherent propositions; but, whereas 
that we cannot infer from this disorder of mind, and even from 
the gravest of his errors, a want of reason which creates legal 
incapacity, and particularly that of testing; if the facts taken 
together show that the Commander had been led astray. by im- 
perfect learning, and if his vanity absolutely deceived him as to 
his value as a writer and philosopher, he had in all the rest pre- 
served his intellect entire; he had during his long life managed © 
his fortune with prudence allied to great generosity; he had 
always passed for an accomplished man of the world; if his pre- 
tensions to science were ill-founded, they had no influence on his 
habits of life; in these circumstances it is impossible to deny 
that the Commander that sanity of mind which is re- 
quired by the 901st article of the Code Napoleon ¢ as regards 
the validity of testamentary dispositions, &c., on these grounds, 
&c.” 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


METROPOLITAN AND PROVINCIAL LAW ASSO. 
CIATION, 

The following petition was presented to the House of Com- 
mons by Mr. Murray, formerly Judge-Advocate General ;-— 

To the honourable the Commons of the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assembled. 

The humble petition of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law 
Association 

Sheweth — 

That your petititioners are an association consisting of 
nearly 800 solicitors practising in England and Wales, of 
whom about 600 carry on business in the proyinces, and that 
their objects are to promote the better and more ; 
administration of the law and to maintain the rights and 
increase the usefulness of the profession. 

That your petitioners are strongly convinced of the very - 
great benefits which would result to the whole country from a. 
concentration of all the superior courts of law and equity, the 
Probate and Divorce Court, and the High Court of Admiralty 
and the various offices belonging to the same in @ central 
locality, and are in a position to prove that such concentration 
would materially diminish the expenses of litigants and 
would save much time and money, and prove an incalenlable 
advantage to every suitor as well as to the Bar and to 
attorneys and solicitors, as it would enable far more business 
to be performed by the same number of persons than is 
practicable in the present dispersed situation and most incon- 
venient state of the courts and offices, and would avoid many 
postponements and delays. 

Such concentration would also prove a relief to all non- 
litigant taxpayers by saving the time of the judges, 

That your petitioners cordially concur in the conclusion and 
recommendations (both as to the site of the proposed oe of 
justice and the source from which the necessary might 
be provided) submitted in July, 1860, in their report by the 
majority of the commissioners appointed by her Majesty to 
consider this subject. 

That firmly entertaining these views your petitioners see-with 
great pleasure the renewed introduction this session to your 
honourable House of bills for carrying out.such concentration 
on the site recommended by such Commissioners. 

That the important features bearing on the question of the 
concentration of the courts and offices were thoroughly in- 
vestigated upwards of a quarter of a century by two 
committees, consisting of most distinguished pa of the 
then House of Commons, and the scheme for concentrativn 
has been supported by the evidence of numerous eminent: 
lawyers of every shade of political opinion, from: 
Cottenham and Lord Langdale to the Earl of 
(Courtenay, formerly Master), Sir Lancelot: Shadwell, andy 
Sir James Wigram. peas ef 

That it is highly desirable that the great benefits whiel’ * 
the passing-of the bills for carrying out the proposed scheme, 
would confer on all classes of her Majesty's: subjeots, ‘should 
not be delayed longer than the absolute necessities of the ease: 
require. : & btaod 

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray your honourable’ 
House that the “Bill to supply means to defraying the 


p 





7 8 Sol. Jour. 707. 





“To make a donation or a will one must be of sound mind.” 
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ae of providing courts of justice and of the various 
ces belonging thereto, and for other purposes” shortly 
intituled “ The Courts of Justice Money Bill” and the “ Bill 
to enable the Commissioners of her Majesty's Works and Public 
Buildings to acquire a site for the erection of courts of jus- 
tice and of the various offices belonging thereto,” shortly en- 
tituled “ The Courts of Justice Site Bill,” may, with all possible 
despatch, pass your honourable House and become law. 
And your petitioners will ever pray, &c. 


THE LONDON AND PROVINCIAL LAW ASSU- 
RANCE SOCIETY. 

The London and Provincial Law Assurance Society have 
declared a dividend of 3s. 8d. per share upon the paid up 
capital of the society, which will be payable at the office on 
and after the 15th inst. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


VY. Crutinat Law AND PROCEEDINGS BEFORE MaciIs- 
TRATES. 

71. State concisely the difference between acts which con- 
stitute.crimes, and such as amount only to civil injuries. 

72. What is the distinction between a felony and a misde- 
meanour? 

78. Are any, and what, persons held in law to be exoused, 
in respect of their commission of acts which constitute crime? 

74. In what cases are married women not protected from 
punishment for criminal offences? 

75. Which is the supreme court of criminal jurisdiction in 
England? 

76. State the nature and jurisdiction of the court of quarter 
sessions, 

77. What constitutes a court of petty sessions? And what 
is the general nature of the business transacted at petty ses- 
sions? 

78. What is the highest crinre known to the law. 

79. Define homicide, and state some cases under each head, 
in which the law declares it to be justifiable; excusable, or 
felonious. 

80: Defide the crime of burglary, and state within which of 
the twenty-four hours it must be committed in order to con- 
stitute the offence. 

81. Define the offence of forgery. 

82. Define the offence of embezzlement. 

83. An agent renders a false account to his principal, con- 
cealing from him the knowledge of part of the money or effects 
received on his account: is the agent liable to be prosecuted 
criminally, or only to an action? 

84. Describe the offence of perjury, and state by how many 
witnesses the offence must be proved. 

85. Are there any indictable offences in which there can be 
no accessories? if'so, what are they? Give reasons for your 
answer. 


RAILWAY BILLS. 

Mr. Hope Scott, Q.C., having been heard before Lord 
Stanley’s committee, for the North London, Mr, Denison for 
the East London, and Mr. Coleridge for the Metropolitan, in 
opposition to the Great Eastern Company's proposed Metropo- 
litan station and railways, the committee adjourned, when, 
after considering the. bill for the Eastern Counties Junctions, 
it is.expected that they will give a general decision on the re- 
pective projects, 

On Thursday last additional evidence was adduced in favour 
of the proposed Hampstead, Midland, North-Western, and 
Charing-cross Junction. It is proposed that the Metropolitan 
Board of Works may construct the new streets from the road- 
wag of ithe ,Thames. Eqbankment .at.. Hungerford-bridge to 
Wellington-street and Whitehall-place, in the. liney shown on 
the company’s. plans, instead of in the lines already. authorised 
by.the Themes Embankment Act, in order that the railway 
company may be enabled to provide more com station 
ageppuuedation at their terminus near Charing-cross, and the 
Board and company are to be authorised to make arrangements 
with. zespect to the construction of’such; new streets.. The 


new: roadway and.its branch from, Wellington-street to the. 


northern end of the Charing-cross Railway Bridge are proposed 





to run along the foreshore of tne Thames within the river wall 
of the embankment, The committee yesterday morning paid 
a visit of inspection to the spot, and took a general survey of 
the route of the line. 








Tue “ Times” AND ITs Starr.—A pamphlet has just been 
published, entitled ‘‘ Revelations from Printing House-square,” 
in which the author collects various scraps of contem: 
history, which may have passed out of the recollection of 
public. The writer reminds his readers that the father of the 
present editor of the Temes held, up to the day of his death, a 
Government sinecure of £800 a year; that Mr. G, N. Dasent, 
the brother-in-law of Mr, Delane, holds at this moment two 
Government appointments—one, thut of Civil Service Ex. 
aminer, and the Editor of Chronicles in the Public Record 
Office; that another brother-in-law (Mr. J. B. Dasent) is 9 
county-court judge, with a salary of £1,300 a year; that 
another ex-member of its staff (Mr. C. J. Bailey) is Governor 
of Bahamas, with a salary of £2,000 per annum; that another 
(Mr. Knox) is now a metropolitan police magistrate, with 
a stipend of £1,200; that its late correspondent in China 
(Mr. Wingrove Cooke) has been appointed an inclosure 
commissioner with £1,500 a year; that its late correspondent 
at New York (Mr. Charles Mackay), although in the 
prime of life and in receipt of a large income, is a pen- 
sioner on the Royal Benevolent Fund for £100 a year; that 
another paid contributor (Mr. Lowe) received a Government 
appointment of £2,000 per annum; that its fine art critic (Mr. 
Tom ie? has a sinecure of £1,000 a year; and that, to 
wind up the long list of pluces and pensions, Mr. Macdonald, the 
manager of the machinery and plant at Printing House-square, 
has been appointed one of the commissioners on the Whit- 
worth and Armstrong guns! 


Luaorep Lianitiry Companies.—A return just presented 
to the House of Lords,on the motion of Lord Overstone, states 
that since the Joint-Stock Companies Act of 1856 came into 
operation, 3,830 limited liability companies lave been regis- 
tered; 938 have been wound up or discontinued, leaving 2,892 
still in operation. The nominal capital of these companies 
amounted to £429,103,622, The following figures are greatly 
below the fact, the returns for the last twelve months not 
having been received in many cases, but it has been ascer- 
tained that there were 209,126 shareholders; that ot the 
42,085,073 shares into which the capital was divided, 10,110,558 
had been taken, and that calls amounting to £37,195,595 had 
been received. 


Lorp BroveHam’s New Bitt on Briseryr. — Lord 
Brougham’s new bill for the more effectual prevention of 
bribery has just been issued, It isto be made a misdemeanonr, 
after the Ist August, to commit bribery in respect to the elec- 
tions of members of Parliament, and the punishment to be 
one year’ simprisonment with or without hard labour. trial 
is not to take place at quarter or general sessions. It is not, 
however, intended to proceed further with the bill in this Par- 
liament. 


A late number of Punch (we presume the number contain- 
ing the account of the appearance of Austria and Prussia be- 
fore Mr. Commissioner Punch) has been ordered to be destroyed 
at Berlin, after a formal indictment in the law courts, 


It is believed that Dr. Colenso’s appeal will never be heard 
on its merits, but that the jurisdiction of the Bishop of Oape- 
town will be denied, on the authority of the judgment of their 
lordships in Long v. The Bishop of Capetown, and the pro- 
ceadings quashed. If the application for an inhibition, made 
by Dr. Colenso’s counsel had been granted, it would have 
been fatal to the plea; but it was refused by the Lord Chan- 
cellor, who pointed out that the inhibition would acknowledge 
the jurisdiction. If the proceedings are quashed, it is said 
that Dr. Colenso will bring an action of dam 
bishop for injury done to him by assuming powers which he 
does not possess. 


An abstract has just been published of the returns of pri- 
soners in the criminal re ae prison in Sec 
for the quarter ended 31st March, 186 
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0 ear . ne. ay. e Und DL 
poem eg G average Gay mi rs 


2,2405 increase in 


u was--males, ; 
, 2,407. Thy srerage rom January. 
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Norwicu Unton Lire Insurance Socrzety.—The annual 
general meeting of the members of this society was held at the 
erice, | in Norwich, on the 29th ult., Thomas Beevor, Esq., the 
president, in the chair. The secretary read the report of the 
committee of directors, which showed the society to be ina 
position of great stability, and that its new business was pro- 
gressing satisfactorily, being £273,026, sum insured for the 
present year, against £257,826, for ‘the preceding year. The 
directors have secured an eligible place for business at 29, 
Fleet-street, E.C. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
ASTON—On oy 3, at 41, gg = eae Mecklerburgh- reagan the 
wife of James J. Aston, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughte 
ate Jes 2, at Richmond, Surrey, Mrs. Fides ‘Meadows 


Clarke, of 

CLEAVEOn Saly 5, at Chapel House, East Sheen, the wife of John J. 

put sTE~ .» Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter, 

DEM 'eR—On June 29, at Morden House, Greenwich, the wife of R. 
Fredc. , Solicitor, of a son. 

NICHOLSON On" July’ 2, at rg Sussex-square, Hyde-park, the wife of 
Wm. Nicholson, Esy., of a 

SMITH—On July |, at The Firs, Maidenhead Thicket, Berks, the wife of 
J. W. Smith, , Solicitor. of a son. 
WHITE—On June 28, at Landour House, Crown-hill, Norwood, the wife 
of M. F, White, Esq., of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 
BLISS—MARRY AT—On June 29, at St. Gabriel’s, Warwick-squares 
is Hill, youngest son of the Hon. William Bowers Bliss, Senior 
Puisne Judge of the are Court of Nova Scotia, to Caroline Matilda, 
third danghter of Charles Marryat, Esq., of Eccleston-square. 

GRANT--FARQUHAR—On June 28, at Alford, Aberdeenshire, John 
Lyall Grant, Merchant, Aberdeen, son of D. R. Lyall Grant, Esq., of 
Kingsford, to Helen, eldest daughter of the late Nathaniel Farquhar, 

a A te, Sheriff Clerk of Aberdeenshire. 

KEN '—ARMYTAGE—On June 30, at the Cathedral, Exeter, Lieutenant 
Hunter Kent, R.N., of H.M.8. St. George, F almouth, to Annie Force, 
second been gr of John Carr Armytage, Esq., of Barnsbury, London, 
and niece of Edwin Force, Esq., of Exeter, Solicitor. 

RUSBY—GREENE—On June 30, at the parish church, St. Ives, Hunts, 

e Rev. Thomas Rusby, M.A. curate of Doddington, Isle of Ely, to 
abgeret ey’ be elder nughter of the late Benjamin Aislabie Greene, 
Clerk of the Peace for the county of Huntingdon. 

SIDEBOTHAM—WILDE—On June 29, at Monken Hadley, the Rev. T. 
W. Sidebottom, second son of S, Sidebottom, Esq., of Monken Hadley, 
5 Bertha, youngest daughter of the late Samuel F. T. Wilde, Esq., of 


onken Hadley, Barrister-at-Law. 
SLANN —HOLLUWAY—On June 30, at the Church of St. Thomas-the- 
beth rule pry rs ‘7 Slann, of Holt, Norfolk, Solicitor, to Eliza- 
uw estgrove, Je! youngest daughter of the late Thomas 
Holloway, Commander i. N. pal 
ATHS, 


COOK— On March 28, at sea, on the voyage from Bombay to Liverpool, 
amt vhe Cok, of Agra, James Clissold Cook, younger son of the 
Charlés of New-inn, St. Clement’s, London, Solicitor. 
LUSHINGTON—On June 28, Marianne, wife of the Right Hon, S. R. 
Lushington, of Norton Court, Favershain, Kent. 
MAUNSELL—On June 30, at Wentworth House, Malvern, suddenly, the 
Lady yee Maunsell, daughter of William, Earl of Listowel, and 
Richard Maunsell, of Rutland-square, Dub. in, Esq., Q.C. 
MAYHEW On July 4, at Sydney-house, Kew-bridge, aged 26, Pauline, 
second daughter of Alfred Mayhew, Esq. 
STEWART—On June 1, at Spanish Town, Jamaica, the Hon. W. G. 
Stewart, Island Secretary, and Member of the Privy Council, aged 63, 
WELSBY—On June 1, W. N. Welsby, Esq., in his 62nd year. 


UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock heretofore standi a the fol Names will be 
transferred to the Portes claiming the peo pte od other Claimants appear 
within Three Months 
Mantay, Henny, St. 7 eaantaetvent, Esq. £750 Reduced £3 per Cent. 
Annuities,—Claimed by Henry Revell Reynolds, the administrator. 


LONDON GAZETTES. 


Protessional Partnerships Bissolved. 
TursDaY, July 5, 1864. 
Neal, John, & Timpron Martin, Lpool, Attorneys and Solicitors. June 28. 
By mutual consent. 
Upton, John oe Soret & Geo Yewdall, Attorneys and Solicitors, July |. 


Bym 
yr ne of Joint Stock Compances. 
Fatpay, June 24, 1864. 
henae 5 S mw CHANCERY. 
poor pon District Spinning Company.—The creditors of this com 


eid Sattete auth tnale, tammenaed 


e particulars debts and pegs to Thomas 
Baxendale, Trees, Sowerby, the Official Liqnidator. 
eek tnt oe In Cuanceny, 

Assurance 


Lew te ste Life ‘and Fire .—Vice-Chancellor 
ilo July 11 at 12, make a further call: upon the list of 


Sills Marne tiearance A Association, South Shields, and of the Shields 


Ontfit Association, bemmet _ 
Peper une 25, the sb apianetins 











- the we Maven Pattison & Wieg, Leateet: -st, ford. . R, 8. Wateon, 
‘ the petitioners, . ¥ 





ToespaY, July 5, 1864, 
Usurmrrep tn CHANCERY. 
Anglo-Californian Gold Mining Company.—Vice-Chancellor 
has ordered a further call of three shillings per share upon all the con- 
tributories, payable on or before July 27, at the offices of Prit- 
chard & Collette, 57, Lincoln's inn-fields. 


Limited tn CHANCERY. 

Canadian Native Oil Company.—The Master of the Rollshas fixed July 14 
at 1 for the appointment of an Official Liquidator. 

Globe Steam Printing Company.—Petition for winding-up, presented June 
30, to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Wood, July 16, Le Blane & 
Torr, New Bridge-st, Blackfriars, for the petitioner, 

London and Colonial Export Oil and Provision Company,—Order to wind 
up. June 28, Vice-Chancellor Kindersley. St Aubyn, Moorgate-st, So- 
licitor for the petitioners. 


Hriendly Societies Dissolved. 
Farivar, July 1, 1864. 
Aberavon, Glamor gan—Rechabite Refuge Friendly Society. June 27. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict, cay, 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Faipary, July 1, 1864. 

Barber, Wm, Manchester, Baker. July 27, Higson & Robinson, Manch. 
Baxter, Gilbert, Roxburgh-ter, Haverstock-hill, Gent. Sept 15, ADraiam, 

Mansfield-st, Portland-pl. 
Brandreth, Humphrey , Houghton Regis, Bedford, Esq. Augl. @latton 

& Ade, Serjeant’ s inn. London. 
— Alex, Old Broad-st, Esq. Sept 3. Freshfields & Newmat; Bank- 

bidgs. 


Cooper, John, Pe: ry-st, Northfleet, late one of the Principal Accountants 
Inland Revenue. Somerset House. Sept 1. 

Dix, Jas, Newport, Monmouthshire. July 30. 

Ellis, Robt Hy, Clifton, York, Esq. peng 1. Calvert, Lendel, York, and 
Wilkinson, York. 

Forbes, Ann Mary, Bloomfield-ter, Pimlico, Widow. July 20. Bishop, 
Tudor-st, Blackfriars. 

Gravener, Geo Wright, Dover,Gent. Augl. Stilwell, Dover. 

Haggard, Caroline, Hereford, Spinster. Aug 81, Young & Co, St 
Mildred’s-ct. 

Harding. Jas Duffield, Barnes, Surrey, Esq. Aug 

Kidder, Jas, Lewes, Gent. Sept!. Blaker & "= Lewes 

Parke, Wm, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Esq. July 31. Parke & Pollock, Lin- 
coln’s-inn-fields. 

Seward, Eliott, Cheltenham, Capt Royal Artillery. Sept 1, Williams & 


Brydges. 

Taylor, Jas, Bolton-le-Moors, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. Aug 3!. Cun- 
liffe & Leaf, Manch. 

White, Hy, Stalbridge, Dorset, Brewer. Aug 1. Melmoth. 

Tugspay, July 5, 1864, 

Coleby, Wm, Stratford, Essex, Corn Dealer. Aug 31, Sharp, Gresham 
House, old Broad-st. 

Hall, Edwin, Duke-st, Manchester-sq; Corn Dealer. July 31. Deane & 
Co, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Jackson, Margaret, Everton, Lpool, Widow, Aug i, Dodge & Wymne, 
Lpool. 

Manchester, Ratcliff Thos, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Esq. Sept 30. Fen- 
wicks & Falconar, Newcastie-upon-Tyne. 

Marginson, Thos, Tunstal, Lancaster, Farmer. Sept 4. Sharp, Lan- 
caster. 

Maydwell, Daniel, Ashtead, Surrey, Farmer. Sept 1, Parker & Co, St 
Paul "churchyard. ; 

Parkinson, Frank Dennis, Pickering, York, Solicitor, Aug. Hunter, 
Pickering. 

Quicke, Rev Anirew, Winchester, Clerk. Aug 12, Méad & Daubeny, 
King’s Bench-walk, Temple. 

Robson, Wm, Monkwearmouth, Durham, Assistant Overseer. Aug 9. 
Allison, Monkwearmouth. 

Simpson, Thos, Kendal, Westmoreland, Manufacturer. July 31. Bolton, 
Kendal. 

Slater, Thos, Manch, Esq. Angi. Barton, Manch, 

Stangwayes, Catharine Eliz, York, Widow. Aug 13. Newton & Co, 
York, and Rider & West, Thirsk. 

Warren, Jas, Bosley, Chester, Cotton Manufacturer. Aug]. Sherratt, 
Talk-on-the-Hill, nr Stoke-upon-Trent. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Friar, July 1, 1864. 
Newcombe, Sarah, Dorset-pl, Liverpoolerd, Middix, Widow, Ang 8. 
Walldon v Giraud, V.C. 
= iene Goodluck, Bristel, Soliciter, Aug 3, Niblett » Niblett, 


t 

Overman, John Robt, — Sutton, Norfolk, Farmer,,. daly. % 
Overman »v Overman, M. 

Partridge, Hy Saml, Hockivam Hall, Norfolk, Esq. Tuly'23. Reynandsot 
o Partridge, V.C. Kindersle ey. 

Walker, Jas Kinlock, Drury-lane, Upholsteter. July a", Walker ° 
Dixson, M.R. t ‘tes > 

Torspay, July 5, 1864. 


Bejinys, John, Conderton, Worcester. July 29. Kitchener @ soni, 
Beach, Jas, Ruspedge, Kast Dean, Gloucester, Miner July 27. Hartland 
o Beach, V.C. Stuart. 

ne ts, David Bush, Cambridge, Carpenter. July 28) Réwards v 
covey, J senna Weston, nr Bath, Builder. Ang bv Williams » Racker, 
King: Joh, Norton House, n Dartmouth, Esq. Oct 29. King © King, 

matin, ea Hindley, Lancaster. Ang 4, Lene Qtnds WR. 


¢ Webber, M.R. : F * 
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Anderson v 


ieee * si Willow-st, RES PIS G Widow. Aug l. 


Balmbro, 
Smith, James, Trinity-grove, Blackheath-hill, Kent. Aug 3. Lowe v 
Smith, M.R. 
Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Farpar, July 1, 1864. 
a Gregoir Antoin, Manch, Shipping Merchant. May 31. 
anch. 


TuespayY, July 5, 1864, 
Poole, Clement Wm, Wood-st, Cheapside, Merchant. June 23. Lawrance 
& Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 
Wereds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Farpar, July 1, 1864. 


Storer, 


or: John, Norton, Nottingham, Shopkeeper. May 31. Asst. 
une 28, 
Aspinall on Heywood, Lancaster, Grocer. June 13. Comp. Reg 
Baber, Wim a Queen’s-ter, Bayswater, Auctioneer, May 10. 
Comp. Reg June 30. 
a Fras ) aa High-st, Notting-hill, Corn Dealer. May 31. Comp. 
une 28 
Bringshaw, Geo, Cobham, Surrey, Hosier. June4. Asst. Reg June 29. 
eo , Hy, Frederick-st, Gray’s-inn-rd, M.D. June 27. Comp. Reg 
Lincoln, Builder. June 3. Conv. Reg 


Deween, Stephen, Spalding, 
June 29. re 


Dobeld, Daniel, Kingston-upon-H ull, Brewer. June 6. Asst. Reg June 29. 
iz Plumstead, Kent, Store Receiver H. M. Dockyard, Wool- 
wich. June 20, Release. Reg July 1. 


-—— mae, Spotiand-bridge, Rochdale, Brewer. June 20. Comp, Reg 
Pars 8 Saml, Northampton, Boot Manufacturer. June 22. Asst. Reg 
June 2. Asst. Reg 


cllmear, Wm, Knightsbridge, Middx, Draper. 


Green, Jas, seedy Wm Green, Wigan, Common Carriers, June 18. 
Comp. Reg June 28 
——, Ann, Manch. “Leather Dealer. June 7. Asst. Reg June 30. 
— “> ale Gt Russell-st, Bloomsbury, Tailor. June 27. Comp. 
Asst. 


Reg J 
Lovett, Sydney Roberts, Buckingham-st, Middx, Grocer. 


Makeham, John Matthew, Suffolk-st, Lower-rd, Islington, Clerk in the 
Emigration . June 29. p. Reg July 1. 

Mitchell, John, Clayton, Bradford, Worsted Spinner. 
Reg June 30. 

“oe —_ Forebridge, Stafford, Shoe Manufacturer: June 3, Asst. 


Pardington, Joseph, Tewkesbury, Grocer. May !2. Conv. Reg June 30. 
es . ag Leicester, Ale and Porter Agent. June 4. Comp. Reg 
une 30. 
Smart, Wm, Manch, Collector for an Insurance Office, and Wm Kenyon, 
» Tea ler. June?. Asst. Reg June 29. 
Ward, David, Manch, Boot Maker. Reg June 29. 
White, Thos, & Edmund Fras Jones, Tewkesbury, Corn Dealers. 
Comp. Reg June 29. 
TourspaY, July 5, 1864. 


Aman, Godfrey Joachim, Lpool, Merchant. June 11. Conv. Reg July 5. 
Ashwell, Thos, & rye — Nottingham, Hosiery Manufacturers. 
June 7. Conv. g July 
Banner, Arthur Hy, etd Susi. June 7. Conv. Reg July 2. 
Berka Geo, Blacker-hill, nr Barnsley, Innkeeper. June 28. Asst. Reg 
Bower, Isaac, Chesterfield, Draper. June 4. Comp. Reg July 2. 
Broomby, Hy, eg Currier. June9. Conv. Reg July 4. 
Cobb, egg hae as, Adelaide-rd, Hampstead, Professor of Singing. Fane 18. 
ly i. 
Conltharst, Thon, jan, Preston, Joiner. June 23. Comp. Reg July 2. 
Dickie, David, Ipswich, Draper. June 6. Conv. Reg July 4. 
Evans, Edwa, Lpool, Statisner. Jane 22, Conv. Reg July 4. 
™! homey, | Lorimore-rd, Walworth-rd, out of business. July ‘1 Comp. 
uly 
+ John Herbert, Manch. June 3. Asst. Reg July 1. 
Gill, Jas, ‘& John Gill, Leeds, Stone Merchants. June 3. Asst. Reg July 1. 
S- End, Tipton, Stafford, Widow. June 6. Asst. 


Wm ny om Renae Toate, Nottingham, Tailor. June 7, 


Comp. dul 
“ean ohn, "ehien, Chester, Silk Manufacturer. June 28. Comp. 


nosy ‘Win, Gt Georgest, Bermondsey, Tanner. June 30. Arr. Reg 


Canterbury, ben el June 6. Asst. Reg July 2. 
P sony ay Rl cam , Lancaster, Cotton Spinners. "June 
r Chas, Tunbridge Wells, Watchmaker. June 4, Asst. Reg 


July 2. 
Pn aia -Holderness, York, Miller. 
Jefferies, Wm, St Nicholas-steps, Bristol, Butcher. June7. Conv. Reg 


June 6, 


June 10. Conv. 


June 7. 


June ii. 


duly 4. 

SE Sis scllia, thites. tosemton Jane 23. om Reg July 4. 
Leonard, Thos, Speen, Berks, Miller. June 9. Asst. ‘uly 2. 

oy oe Simeon, Kingston-upon-Hull, Draper. June 1. - Reg 


ene — Rubber. June6. Conv. Reg July 2. 
eo Lpool, Ship Store Merchants. July 1. 


McCulloch, Alex, & 
a eey 
Mills, Jas, ry A June 4, Asst, Reg July 2. 
Tee steed on Cusapeldn Merchant. June 23. Release. 
Nettlebed, June 21. Asst. Reg July 4. 
Thos, Cardiff, Milkman, June 16. Cony. Reg July 4. 
Ann, Clevedon , Somerset, | Keeper, June6, Cony. 
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Ward, John Liertiee,, Accrington, foiled Manufacturing Chemist, 
June4. Asst. Reg July 2 
Yates, Chas, Rotherham, York, Grocer, June 8, Asst. Reg July5 


Bankruypts. 
Fray, July 1, 1864, 


To Surrender in London. 
Betts, Walter, Middle Grove-st, Commercia1 rd East, Chandler’s Shop. 


keeper Adj June2!. July 12atl. Aldridge. 

Blake, Joseph, Castle-st, St Martin’s-lane, Tailor. Adj June 2, July 20 
atl2. Aldridge. 

Bowtell, Richd Thos, Manch. Adj June 26. July 19 at Il. Aldridge, 

Brown, Thos, Wilsted-ct, Somer’s-town, Coachmaker. Pet Jane 29, 
July 18 at ll. Munday, Essex-st. 

Browne, Robt Jas, Pelham-yard, Brompton, Job Master. Pet June 29. 


July 16 at 11. Lewis, Gt Marlborougit-st. 

Bryant, Thos, Kentish-town-rd, Grocer. Pet June 28. July 12 at 2. 
Tomlins, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Calthrop, Jas, Toddington, Bedford, Sheriff's Officer. Pet June 24. July 
ll at2. Chilton & Co, Chancery-lane. 

Chaleroft, John, Mansfield-p), Upper Holloway, Carpenter. Adj June 21. 
July 16 at 12, Aldridge. 

Clarkson, John Chapman, Manchester-st, Argyle-sq, Railway Clerk. Pet 
June 27. July {3 at il. Marshall, Hatton-garden, 

Dalcho, Wm, Peter’s-ct, St Martin’s-lane, Gold Lace Weaver. Pet Jane 
28. July 18 atl. Kent, Cannon-st West. 

Fletcher, Hy Thos, Craven-st, City-ra, Fret Cutter. Pet June 29. July 
20 at 12. Hill, Basinghall-st. 

Freeman, Jas Wm, Queen’s-pl, Blackheath-rd, out of business. Pet June 
29. July 18 atl. Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 


Fuller, Fredk, Nut Tree-ter, Plaistow, Hatter. "ad June 21. July 20 at 
12, rid 
Gardner, Francis, Luton, Bedford, Straw Hat Manufactuzer. Pet June 


24. July ll at2. Sismey, Serjeant’ 's-inn. 

Glenie, Geo Richd. Connaught-ter, Edgware-rd, Bookseller. Adj June 
21. July 12 atl. Aldridge. 

Guest, Edwin, Margaret-st, Kennington, Dealer in Building Materials, 
Adj June 22. July 20 at i, Aldridge. 


Hart, Benj, Edward-st. Kennington-cross, Comm Agent. Adj June 2!. 
July 20 at 12. Aldridge. 

Holmes, Hy, St John-st, Smithfield, Baker. Adj June2l. July 20 at1l, 
Aldridge. 


Howe, Wm, & John Howe, Aldershott, Builders. Pet June 29. July 18 at 
11, White, Danes-inn, Strand. 
Humby, Hy, New King-st. Deptford, yee Victualler. Pet June 29. 
July 16 at ll. Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 
Jennings, Hy, High Holborn, out of cate by Pet June 28. July 18 at 
ll. Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 
Jennings, Rott, Cloudesley-sq, tt Boarding-house Keeper, Adj 
June 21. July i2at2. Aldridge 
Lansley, Wm, Newgate-market, Butcher. Adj June 21. July 20 at 11, 
Aldri 
esecuae ‘Geo Hy, Tonbridge Wells, Photographer. Pet June 25. July 
ll ati. Sole & Co, Aldermanbury. 
Levingthall, Jacob, Tenter st S, Goodman's-fields, Dealer in Jewellery. 
Adj June2l. July 16 at ll. Aldridge. 
Luff, Hy, Richmond, Locksmith. Pet June 27. July 12 at 2. Marshall, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Morton, John Davis, St George’s-rd, Pimlico, Gent. Pet June 28. July 
12 at2. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-p\, Holborn. 
Paget, Wm, Lant-st, Borough, Beerseller. Pet June 27. July 20 at 12. 
Weeks, New Boswell-ct, Lincoln’s-inn. 
Richardson, John, Cross-st, Lambeth, Stone Mason. Adj June 22. July 
16atll. Aldridge. 
Roberts, Thos, Ossulton-st, Somers-town, Bootmaker. Pet June 25. 
July }lat2. Peverley, Goleman-st. 
Roe, Theodore, Duke-st, Manchester-sq, Auctioneer. Pet June 18. 
July 12 at2. Bretton, Pancras-lane. 
Rolfe, John, Hemming’s-row, St Martin’s-lane, Licensed Victualler. Adj 
June 21. July 16 atll. Ald:idge, 
Rousillon, Martin Jean, a Prisoner in her Majesty’s Prison, Lancaster, Wood 
Merchant. Adj June 20. July 16atl2. Aldridge. 
Sadd, John, Upper Seymour-st, Euston-sq, Egg Merchant. Adj June 21. 
July 20 atl. Aldridge. 
Samonelle, Geo, Cumberland-pl, Newington, Printer, Adj June 22, 
July 20 at 11. Aldridge. 
Sendyk, Louis, Park-rd, Peckham, Dealer in Wines. Adj June 22. July 
20atll. Aldridge. 
Titterton, Geo, Edward-st, Portman-sq, mays Victualler. Pet June 
21. July 20 ati. Angell, Guildhull-y 
Tucker, Wm, Prospect-pl, Southwark. Watchmaker. Adj June 22. July 
12 at 1. Aldridge. 
Willis, Jas, Sloane-st, Manager to a Trunk Manufacturer. Pet June 29. 
ond 16 at 11. Hawkesford, Carey-st. 
Ison, Robt, Spencer-st, Battersea- rd, Retired Paymaster Royal Navy. 
VIF June 22, July 16 at 12. Aldridge. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Ashworth, John, Smallbridge, nr Rochdale, Butcher. Pet June 27. 
Rochdale, July 14 at 11. Whitehead, Rochdale. 
Balmforth, Edwd, Batley, York, Machine Maker, Pet June 27. Leeds, 
July J3at i. Clough, Hi uddersfield, and Barwick, 
Barber, Wm, Wolverhampton, Hay and Straw Dealer. Adj June 14. 
Birm, July 15 at 12. Kinnear, Birm. 
Bates, Pape Brighouse, nr Halifax, Pig Jobber. Adj June 10, Halifax, 
July 15 at 30. 
putes, Jongh, Keighley, York, Boot Dealer. Adj June 20. Leeds, July 


Paton Jobn, Everton, Lancaster, Comm Agent. Pet June 28, Lpool, 
July 12 at 3. Grocott, Lpool. 
a og Jas, Irthlingborough, roe oe Machine Boot 
a Wellingborough, ee ee a ae 


Calvert. Joseph, i Adj Jane.20. Ripos, 
July 12 at 10. Hindle, Ri 
Clew Salford, July 16. at 9.30. 


wane, Bakers: Pet June 29. 
Ambler, Manch. 

Fairbrass. Aug Felix, Canterbury, Sellmaker. Adj June 16. Canterbury, 
ly . 
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dike. Set Bath, Ironmonger. Adj June 16. Bath, July 9 at 11. 
Gurdon, Wells-next-the-Sea, Norfolk, Watch Maker. Pet June 
20. Little ° Walsingham, July 22 at 10. Lynes, Wells-next-the-Sea. 
Hadfield, John, Nottingham, Cordwainer. Adj June 21. Nottingham, 

uly 13 at ll, 
anaes. Joseph Brown, a Prisoner in the Borough Gaol, Nottingham. 
Adj June 14. Birm, July 12 at 12. Harris, Nottingham, 
Heap, Thos, & John Horrocks, Whitefield, Lancaster, Silk Spinners. Pet 
June 27. Manch, July 11 at 11. Lomas, Manch. 
Michael. Hy, Provision Dealer. Pet June 29. Leeds, July 13 at 
il, Granger, Leeds. 
Hicking, Wm, Nottingham, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet June 29. Notting- 
hom, July 13 at1l. Quarles, Nottingham. 
Howarth, Wm Hy, Mapperiey, Beerseller. Pet June 28. Nottingham, 
July 13at 11. Smith, Nottingham. 
eynes, Wm. Berrow, Worcester, Farmer. Pet June 27. Birm, July 11 
at 12. Wilson, Worcester. 
Johnson, Daniel, "Warrington, Basket Manufacturer. Pet June 21: War- 
rington, July 21 at 12. Day & Wood. 
Lee, Wm, Hereford, Builder. Pet June 29. Birm, July 11 at 12, Hodg- 


son & Son, Birm.. 

Lister, Benj Gratrix, & Titus Hy Lister, High Town, nr Leeds, Card 
Makers. Pet June 20. Leeds, July 13 at Il. 

Pemberton, Jonathan, Ipswich, Flour Seller. Pet June 28. Ipswich, 
July 13 at 11. Pollard, Ipswich. 

Poole, Jas, Kinfare, 8 Stafford, Draper. Pet June 27. Birm, July 15 at 12, 
James & Griffin, Birm. 

Read, Eliz, Woodlands, Dorset, Grocer. Pet June 27. Wimborne 
ae July 13 at 3. Tanner, Wimborne Minster. 

Robson, Jas, Lpool, Comm Agent. Pet June 29. Lpool, July 15 at II. 
Morris, Lpool. 

Saul, Stephen, jun, Bulwell, Nottingham, Match Manufacturer. Adj June 
14. Birm, July '2 at 12. Harris. Nottingham. 

Sharpe, Joshua, Pudsey, York, Dealer in Pigs. Adj June 20. Leeds, 
duly 13 at i. Young, Leeds. 

Sills, Richd, Carnarvon, Seedsman. Pet June 29. Lpool, July 15 at 11. 
Eva's & Co, Lpool. 

Smith, Edn Southsea, Civil Engineer. Pet June 27. Portsmouth, 
July 12at 11. Paffard, Portsea. 

Standeven, Eli, Oldham, Waste Dealer. Pet June 29. Oldham, July 
20 at 12. Ascroft, Oldham. 

Straker, John, South Shields, Potatoe Dealer. Pet May 14. Durham, 

July 12 at 12. Brignal, Durham. 


‘Tanner, Geo, Chippenham, Tailor. Pet June 29. Bristol, July 11 at 11. 


Wilmot, Chippenham, and Brittan & Sons, Bristol. 
Thomas, Wm, pangor, Cabinet Maker. Pes June 29, Lpool, July 15 at 
12, Evans & Co, Lpool. 
Tibbs, Fredk, Norwich, Labourer. Pet June 27. Norwich, July 12 at 11. 
Rackham, Norwich. 
Turner, Wm, West Derby, nr Lpool, Gardener. Pet June 28. Lpool, 
July 11 at 3. Henry, Lpool. 
Walker, John, Manch, Traveller. Pet June 25, Manch, July 13 at 9.30- 
Ambler, Manch. 
Wathen, Wm, Hereford, Butcher. Pet June 27. Birm, July 15 at 12. 
Parry, Birm. 
Wilcox, Wm Hy, Teignmouth, Undertaker. Pet June 27. Exeter, July 
13atll. Clark & Payne, Tiverton, and Terrell, Exeter. 
TuespaY, July 5, 1864. 
To Surrender in London. 
Barham, John, Dartmouth-ter, Rotherhithe, Superannuated Clerk E. 1. C. 
Service. Pet June 30. July 20 at 2. Marshall, Hatton-garden. 
Batten, Jas Wm John, Brook-st, Upper Clapton, Nurseryman. Pet July 
1. duly 20 atl. Peek & Downing, Basinghall.st. 
Bryer, Wyndham, Mabledon-pl, Euston-rd, Veterinary Surgeon. Pet July 
i, July 16 at}. Hempson, ‘Connaught. ter, Paddington. 
Cochrane, Alex, Camberwell-rd, Jeweller. Pet June 30. July 19 at 12, 
Silvester, Gt Dover-st, Newington. 
Connell, John, Dudley-st, St Giles’s-in-the- Fields, Journeyman Tailor. 
Pet June 30. July 18 at i2. Atkinson, Bedford-row. 
Dunn, Arthur, Fassett-sq, Dalston, Foreman at a Soap Works. Pet July 
1, July 18 ati2. Mathews, Throgmorton-st. 
Furmston, Thos, Ash, nr Sandwich, Licensed Victualler. Pet June 30. 
duly 20 at 1. Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 
Hoffmeyer, Peter Holger, Red Lion-sq, Holborn, Manufacturer of Eau- 
Cologne. Pet July 1. July 16 atl. Bramwell, Bush-lane. 
Holloway, Wm, Grove-rd, Holloway, Baker. Pet June 29. July 16 at |. 
Cooper, Lincoin’s-inn-fields. 
Hopton. Iliiff, George-st, Tower-hill, Provision Merchant. Pet June 30. 
July 18 at 12. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl. 
James, Abraham Robt, Grenada-ter, Commercial-rd, Ironmonger. Pet 
June 30. July 18at 12. Brown & Godwin, Finsbury-pl. 
— = ah S. Ryde, Isle of Wight, Builder. Pet June 28. July 20 
atl. 
Patchin, creer Ghesbeot-lane, Battersea-park, Painter. Pet July 2 (for 
pau). July l6at12, Aldridge. 
Ponton, Thos Fox, Victoria-st, Hackney, Commercial Traveller. Pet June 
28. July 16 at 12. Jay & Pilgrim, Bucklersbury. 
» Hy, Leman-st, man's-fields, Cigar Manufacturer. Pet July 
July 16 at 12. ore Fen-ct, Fenchurch-st. 
Ringmacher, Max, Red Lion-sq, Holborn, Manufacturer of Eau de Cologne. 
Pet July 1. July 16at!. Bramwell, Scott's-yd, Cannon-st. 
Symonds, Wm, Norwich, . Pet June 30. July 16 at 12, Doyle, 
Verulam- bidgs, Gray’s-inn. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Barkway, Edwd, Northampton, Gardener. Pet June 30. Northampton, 
July 16 at 10.. Shield & White, Northampton. 
Crudge, Edwin, Bampton, — Ironmonger. Pet June 28, Tiverton, 
July 12 atl}. Densham, Bampton 
Davies, John, Carnarvon, Auctioneer. Pet July 1, Lpool, July 15 at 12, 


Best, pool. 
Davies, Rees, Worthin, cee gl Miller. Pet June 28. Welchpool, July 18 


July 21 at li. Bere Ramega' 


Halsited, By; Leeds, ouy of business. Ret June 28, Leeds, July 15 at 
2, Harle, Leeds. a 





‘m, Edgbaston, by ange Rong Comm Agent. Pet July 4. Birm, 
“= eo. a 12. Hodgson & Son, 
Lewis, Wm, Birm, Journeyman og hm Pet June 29. Birm, July 30 
at 10. Hemmant, Birm. 
Wm, Carmarthen, Painter. Pet June 28. Carmarthen, July 13 
at 12. Jeffries, Carmarthen. 
Mann, Edwd, Malvern Link, Worcester, Butcher. Pet June 29. Worces- 
ter, July 18 atll. mde Worcester. 
Marsh, Thos, Gravesend, Egg Merchant. Pet June 28. Gravesend, July 
14 at 12. Wright, Chancery-lane, London. 
Marsh, Thos, Skegby, een Grocer. Pet July 2. Mansficld, July 
25 at 11. Shacklock, Mansfi 
Martin, Geo, Ebbw-vale, oa nl Shoemaker. PetJuly 1. Tredegar, 
July 22at2. Simons & Plews, Merthyr Tydfil. 
Roberts, John Matthew, Sowerby, nr Thirsk, Organist. Pet July |. Leeds, 
July 20 at 11. Mason, York. 
Senior, Wm, sen, Thorpe Willoughby, nr Selby, Tailor. Pet June 23. 
Leeds, July 20 at 1). Weddall & Parker, Selby; Bond & Barwick, 


s. 

Shaw, Wm, Lpool, Ironmonger. Pet July 2. Lpool, July 20 at 11. 
Billson, Lpool. 

Smith, Joseph, Belgrave-st, nr Birm, Coppersmith. Pet July 1. Birm, 
July 18 at 12. Allen, Birm. 

Baan pn Birm, Gun Barrel Forger. Pet June 28. Birm, July 30 
at 10. t, 

Stone, Geo, Riso: Furniture Dealer. Pet June 30. Birkenhead, 
July 18 at 11. Grattan, Birkenhead. 

Taylor, Edwid, Crawley Down, Sussex, Brickmaker. Pet June 30. East 
Gr nstead, July 28 at 11. Burt, East Grinstead. 

Thompson, Zachariah, Waterside, Halifax, T: in Manufacturer. Pet 
July 1. Halifax, July 15 at 10. Wavell & Halifax. 

Wales, John, Brzomhill, Sheffield, Fishmonger. Pet July !. Sheffield, 
July 20 at 1. Fernell, Sheffield.” 

Walker. John Digby, Gt Dalby, Leicester, Innkeeper. Pet July 1. Birm, 
July 19 at 1. Chamberlain, Leicester. 

Waiter, Thos, Birm, Clerk. Pet June 29. Birm, July 14 at 12. James 
& Griffin, Birm. 

Wood, John Hy, & Geo Tweedale, Sheffield, Coal Merchants. Pet June 
27. Leeds, July lo atl. Fernell, Sheffield. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, July 1, 1864. 
Baker, Wm Beckley, Queen’s-ter, Bayswater, Auctioneer. June 27. 
Tuxspay, July 5, 1864. 
Ferrari, Achille, Dewsbury, York, Rag Merchant. June 27. 
Reading, Wm, Claremont-cottage, Hammersmith, Coachmaker. June 24. 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 


June 24.—By Messrs. Witxrnson & Horne. 

Copyhold,2 maltings, situate at Mortlake, Surrey, known as Chattaway's 
Maltings ; let at £60 per annum—Sold for £940, 

Copyhold residence adjoining above, let at £30 per annum, anda cottage 
in the rear—Sold for £550. 

By Messrs. Norton, Hoacaat, & Tarst. 

Freehold and copyhold property, known as Downhall Farm, comprising a 
farm-house, with buildings, two cottages, and 2188 or 14p of arable, 
meadow, and pasture land—Sold for £8,500. 

June 28,—By Messrs, Noztox, Hocoanrt, & Taisr. 

Freehold and part copyhold estate, known as Terling’s Park, situate in 
the parishes of Gilston and Nettesweil, Herts, consisting of a 
with pleasure grounds and meadow land, containing 
87 acres—Sold for £4,500. 

Freehold residence, known as Romanoff Lodge, sitnate at Tunbridge 
Wells, Kent—Sold for £2,500. 

Freehold residence, situate No. 1, Richmond- -terrace, Tunbridge Wells, 
Kent—Seld for £1,400. 

Frenaa, residence, situate No. 3, Richmond-terrace aforesaid— Sold for 


£15 
Freehold’ residence, situate No. 4, Richmond-terrace aforesaid—Sold for 


£1,590, 

Freehold estate, known as bing. mae a at Tillington, Sussex, 
comprising a di with &c., the whole contain- 
ing 29a Ir 35p—Sold for £3,520. 

Freehold and copyhold farm, known as Coxland, situate as above, and 
containing 69a zr 4p—Sold for £5,000. 

Freehold cottage and land, situate as above, and containing Ma 2r 20p— 
~—Sold for £1,000. 

Freehold enclosure of arable land, situate at the corner of the read from 
Midhurst to Petworth, Sussex, containing 7a Or 20p —Sold for £700. 

Freehold, 4 cottages, situate at Tillington, Sussex—' for £410, ° 

Freehold’ piece of meadow land, situate in Upper Meadow, on the river 
Rother, containing la Ir Bf nig for £60. 

y Messrs, BeapgEt, 

Freehold and copyhold pun § known as Ousden Hall, man- 
sion with park; the manor or reputed manor of Ousden, and the advow- 
son of the rectory and parish church of Ousden ; 





Great Cumberland-place, Hyde-park ; held for an 
24 years; grounc-rent, £32 per annum.—Sold for £362. 
June 29.—By Messrs. Norton, Henesas, Seah 
Leasehold dwelling-house, situate No, 77, Bryanston- 
square; let at £40 per annum; term, 45 years ee ata 
ground-rent of £16 16s. per anoum—Sold for £390, 
By Messrs. Dawe & Son, 


Leasehold, 5 shops and dwelling-houses, being Nos, Ph and 6, 
Brunswick-row, memehennetnh Westminster, 9 tenements in 
Union-court and Bond court, in the rear} let at £ ganum ; 
pare by oe from Lady-day, 1859, at a ground-reat per annum 
- for £1 

Leasehold, 5 shops, being Nos. 9, 12, 13, 14, and he Cont-giece, 
Horseferry-road, Westminster, and 8 tenements in court. in the 
rear; let at £85 per annum ; ‘term and ground-rent to above— 
Sold for £1,300, 
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Leasehold, 3 shops, being Nos, 10, 11, and 1d, Grey Coat-place, Horse- | Policy of assurance for £500, effected in the Clerical, Medical, 
ferry- road, an d 7 tenements called Taylor’s-buildings, in the rear, Life Assurance Society, on the life of a gentleman aged 57 


together with a blacksmith’s shop; let at £74 per annum ; term and 
ground-rent to above—Sold for £1,070. 

Leashold, 2 dwelling-houses, being Nos. 21 and 22, Little Chapel-street, 
Ww jinster, and 2 dwelling-houses and shed in the rear, being Nos. 16 
and 17, Little George-street; let at £50 per annum; term, 40 years 
= Lady-day, 1852, at a ground-rent of £1 18s, per annum—Sold for 

580. 
By Messrs. Cuinnock, Gatswostuy, & Cuinnocs. 

Freehold estate, situate in the parish of Streatley, Berkshire, comprising 
509a 2r 17p of arable, pasture, and woodiland—Sold for £12,020. 

Freehold ground-rent of £3v per annum, secured on 5 houses, being Nos. 
ti to 15, Stratheden-ierrace, Hammersmith New-road—Sold for £600. 

Freehold ground-rent of £14 4s. per annum, secured on 3 houses with 
shops, being Nos. 16, 17, and 17a, Stratheden-terrace~-Sold for £290, 

Leasehold ground-rents of £10 10s. per annum, arising out of 3 houses, 
being Nos. 13, 14, and 15, Terrace-road West, South Hackney; term, 
99 years from Midsummer, 1851—Sold for £165, 

Leasehold ground-rents, amounting to £13 4s per annum, arising out of 
a residence situate in Victoria-grove, Victoria-park-road, South Hack- 
ney ; term, 67 years unexpired—Sold for £190. 

By Messrs. Epwix Fox & Bovusrietp. 

Leasehold residence, being No. !, Argyll-road, Kensington ; let at £95 per 
annum; term, 96 years from March, 1858, at a ground-rent of £4 per 
annam—Sold for £1,250. 

hold residence, being No. 2, Argyll-road aforesaid; let at £95 per 
anonm ; term and ground-rent similar to above—Sold for £1,250. 

, being No. 7, Argyli-road aforesaid; let at £100 per 
annum; term, 95} years from September, 1858, at a ground-rent of 
£19 per annum—Sold for £1,300. 

Five-twelfth parts or shares of and in leasehold property, comprising 
Nos, | and 2, Pitfield-street, Hoxton, and Nos. 44a, 45, 45a, 46, and 46a, 
Old-street-road; term, 800 years from Lady-day, 1759, at a ground- 
rent of £5 per annum—Sold for £910. 

The freehold of the above ground-rent of £5 per annum, secured on the 
whole of the above property—Sold for £105. 

By Messrs. Norros, Hoceart, & Taist. 

Ten £10 oe in the Bedford Hotel Company (Limited), Brighton— Sold 
for £2 

Ten £10 ~ in the Bedford Hote! Company (Limited), Brightoua—Sold 
for £2 7s, 6d, 

Freehold reotal of £105 per annum (with reversion) secured on the busi- 
ness premises situate No. 52, St. Paul’s-churchyard—Sold for £3,060. 
Freehoid residence, known as Clifton Lodge, situate in The Grove, Upper 

Kentish Town, with stabling, coach-house, &c.—Sold for £1,400. 

Leasehold residence, situate No. 55, Gower-street, Bedford-square, with 
coach-house and stabling, &c.; term, 99 years from Lady-day, 1784, at 
a ground-rent of £10 13s. 6d per anpum—Sold for £600. 

Leasehold residence, situate No. 22, Manchester-square ; let at £150 per 
annum ; term, 7} years. unexpired at Midsummer, 1864, at a ground- 
vent uf £18 10s. per annum—Sold for £500. 

Leasehold stabling, situate No. 14, Seymour-mews, Portman-square ; let 
peamcbet Ay nytt ais 7 years unexpired ; ground-rent, £8 2s. per 
annum—Sold for 

June 30. Th abe Messrs. Desexnam & Tewson. 

Freehold estate, known as Purchace Manor, situate in the parish of Ditch- 
ing, Sussex, comprising a residence, stabling, coach-house, steward’s- 
house, and farm buildings, and about 23la ir 22p of pasture, meadow, 
arable, and wood land,—Sold for £10,000. 

By Messrs. Green & Son. 

Freehold, 5 plots of building land, fronting Stanstead and West-roads, 

Forest-hill—Sold for £410. 

business premises, situate and being No. 11, Newgate-street, 
City ; let £300 per annum ; held for an unexpired term of 5 years, at a 
ground- -rent of £125 per annum—Sold for £660. 

Freehold house and shop, with cottage in the rear, situate and being No. 
9, Aston -place, Holloway—Sold for £960. 

Leasehold residence, known as Hawthorn House, situate in Green-lanes, 
Stoke Newington ; let at £80 per annum ; term, 91 years from Michael- 
mas, 1858, at a ground-rent of £12 12s. per annum—Sold for £1,050. 

residence, known as Laurel House, situate adjoining the above ; 
per annum; term and ground remit similar to above—Sold 
for £950. 
By Mr. Newson. 
Leasehold estate, comprising 6 shops, situate Nos. 92, 93, 94, 95, and 96, 
-street. Without, and 4 houses in Montague-court, estimated 
to £450 per annum ; term, 200 years from Midsummer, 1697, 
ata -rent of £20 per annum—Sold for £3,750. 
4 residences, being Nos. 26, 27, 29, and 30, Clarence-terrace, 
Seven road, Holloway—Sold for £i, 905. 
wly 1.—By Messrs, Nogtom, Hoccarr, & Tais 
a . reine Query, situate in John Dalton-street, ‘Manchester—Sold for 
17,000. 

Freehold residence, known as Lawrel Cottage, situate at East Moulsey, 

val ata, stable, coach-hous>, &¢., estimated annual value £12— 


Freehold paddock and orchard, also 2 cottages in the rear and adjoining 
the above, the whole containing about 2 oe for £1,500. 
By Mr. Rosi: 
Freehold, 2 cottages with gies, situate at Hatton Hill, Warwickshire, 
containing Ja. lr. 5p—Sold for £205. 
Freehold, 2 closes of pasture land, situate at Napton-on-the-Hill, War- 
wickshire, containing 33a. Or. 28p—Sold for bey 980. 
a — Sawwe farm, known as. Reynolds "s, at Napton- on- 
Hill aforesaid, containing 47a. 3r. ay sold = £3,120. 
By Messrs. Kemp. 
—— premises, known as the Sash . Cocoa Tree public house, 
situate in place, Moorfields, Finsbury, and 2 cottages ad- 
joining, being Nos. 7 and 8, Perron's-court—Sola for £1,360. 


AT GARRAWAY’S, 
June 24.—By Mr. Ropert Reip. 
Freehold estate, situate at Winchester, Southampton, compeens a2 resi- 
known as Hide House, 8 dwelling-houses called Hyde- 
, and 2 cottages, producing £264 per woes om #5 for £3,200" 





for £185. 

Policy of assurance for £500, effected with the abov2 office on the} same 
life—Sold for £200. 

Policy of assurance for £499, effected with thé above office on the same 
life—Sold for £195. 

Jun? 27.—By Messrs. Betron. 

Frechold, the Queen Charlotte public-house, situate at the corner of 
Millpond -street and Jamaica-level, Millpond-bridge, Bermondsey, also 
a shop and dwelling-house, being No, 14, mee — and a sinall 
dwelling -house, No. 2, Jamaica-level—Sold for £1,5 

Leasehold ground-rents amounting to £38 per aiken: “held for 98 years 
from Christmas, 1846, secured on 5 dwelling-houses and shops. being 

Nos. 6,7, 11, 12, and 13, Church-row, Marlborough-road, Dalsten—. 
Sold for £605, 

Leasehold ground-rent of £22 per annum, secured on a shop and dwell. 
ing-house, being No. 10, Church-row aforesaid—Sold for £230, 

June 29.—By Messrs. Farnesrotnen, Crag, & Lyx. 

Leasehold improved ground-rent of £14 5s, per annum, arising ont of 4 
a in Russel-place, Islington; term, 64 years unexpired—Sold for 
£235. 

Improved ground-rent of £24 10s. 8d., arising out of 11 houses in Linton. 
yo and Bydon-street, Islington ; term, 64 years unexpired—Sold for 

365. 
June 30.—By Messrs. Nasu. 

Freehold estate, situate in the parishes of Burstow, Bletchingley, and 
Nutfield, Surrey, knowu as Doggets or Doghurst, consisting of a Farm. 
house, garden, orchards, and agricultural buildings, and about 115 
acres of arable, meadow, pasture, and wood land—Sold for £5,030, 

July 4.—By Messrs. DanreL Craontn & Sow. 

Lease, &c., of the Golden Lion, together with stabling adjoining, situate 
in King’s Cross-road—Sold for £3,300. 

By Mr. J. A. Smrra. 

Copyhold, 2 dwelling-houses and shops, situate and being Nos. 75 and 77, 
King-street East, near the Broadway, Hammersmith, es ted to 
produce £115 per annum—Sold for £1,800, 

July 7.—By Mr, Marsa. 

Absolute reversion in four-sixth parts of a moiety of £2,000 Consols; 
also in four-fifth parts of another one-sixth share in the said moiety, 
ee on the decease of a gentleman aged 79 years—Sold for 

460. 

Absolute reversion to the sum of £1,250 £3 per Cent. Consols, receivable 
on the decease of a widow lady aged 62 years—Sold for £560. 

Policy of assurance for £999 193., effected with the Friends’ Provident 
Association on the life of a gentleman aged 71 years—Sold for £400. 
Policy of assurance for £1,000, effected with the Equitable Assurance 

Office on the life of a gentleman aged 57 years—Sold for £390 

Policy of assurance for £1,000, effected with the National Provident Insti- 
tution on the life of a gentleman aged 57 years—Sold for £70. 

Policy of assurance for £1,000, effected with the above office om the same 
life—So d for £70. 

Policy of assurance for £1,500, effected with the London Life Association 
on the life of a gentleman aged 62 years—Sold for £815. 

Two absolute reversions to two-fifth parts of £2.388 7s. Consols, receiv- 
able on the decease of a lady aged 71 years—Sold for £495. 

Policy of assurance for £1,000, effected with the Metropolitan Life Assu- 
rance Society on the life of a gentieman aged 38 years—Sold for £1 10, 
Absolute reversion to £1,000 sterling, receivable on the decease of three 

ladies, aged respectively 67, 62, and 56 years—Sold for £290. 

The reversion to a moiety of a legacy of £1,000, and a sum of 
£4,711 10s, 2d. £3 per cent. Annuities, receivable on the decease of a 
lady aged 54 years, provided her son, age 31, survives her; also 2 poli- 
cies of assurance for £600 and £1,000, in the National Mercantile 
Office on the life of the above gentleman—-Sold for £785. 


AT THE GUILDHALL COFFEEHOUSE. 
July 4.—By Messrs. Nontow, Hoccart, & Trist. 
Freebold building land, situate at Strond-green, Hornsey—Laot ay 
£510; lot 3, sold for £420; lot 4, sold for £410; lot 5, sold for 
lot 6, sold for £550 ; lot i, sold tor £350; lot 12, sold for aera 
13, sold for £410; lot 14, sold for £370; lot 16, sold for £410 
sold for £510; lot 18, £520, 





SE 
“HE LANDS IMPROVEMENT COMPANY 
(incorporated by Special Act of Parliament in 1853), 2, Old Palace 
Yard, Westminster, $.W.—To Landowners, the Clergy, Estate Agents, 
Surveyors, &c., in England and Wales, and in Scotland. The 
advances money, unlimited in amount, for the following works of 
tural improvement, the whole outlay and expense in all cases being liqui- 
dated by a rent-charge for 25 years :— 
1. Drainage, irrigation, and warping, embanking, enclosing, Meer 
reclamation, planting for any beneficial purpose engines or machinery for 
or irrigation, 
2. Farm roads, tramways, and railroads for agricultural or farming 
purposes, sige 
3, Jetties or landing places on the sea coast, or on thé banks of nav 
gable rivers or lakes, : 
4. The erection of farm houses, labourers’ cottages, and other = 
required for farm purposes, and the wy mec np of and additions to 
buildings for farm 


farm houses and other bi 
se nee 





Landowners assessed under the provisions of a 
Royal Charter, or Commission, in respect of an = 


of drainage or other eS a pel rin hs 
improved nna © same we wre the agente oF ther 
proved. 


is required, and the Company 
financial character, spe not interfere with the plans and 
works, which are controlled only by the Government Enclosure 


wire 
sioners. 
Sg pea manne 
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Pr TaBLe REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY. Established 1835. Capital £500,000. 


IRECTORS. 
Daniel Smith Bockett, Esq. Francis Bennett Goldn 
C. L. Boileau. Chas, Richard Fs ig | Esq. 
Lieut.-Colonel Chase. Henry Pigeon, Esq. 





William Henry Cole, Esq. Henry Roberts, Esq. 


Thomas Curtis, Esq. George Roots 8, Esq. 
Auditors—Charles Armstrong, Esq.; William Richard Bingley, Esq. ; 
Alfred Langdale, Esq. 


Solicitors—Messrs. Clayton & Son. 
Bankers—Messrs. Coutts & Co. 
Actuary—F. Hendriks, Esq. 
This Society purchases ary ants loans upon reversionary property, 
life interests, and life assurance. 
Forms of proposal may ve obtained at the office, 10, ee 





Strand, W.C. JOHN CLAYTON, 
FRANCIS 8, CLAYTON, § Secretaries. 
Naewrs UNIO ON LIFE INSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 


Instituted 1808, upor. the principle of Mutual Assurance 
This Society affords UNUSUAL ADVANTAGES to the intending 


Assurer. 
The Rates of Premium are 10 PER CENT, LESS than those of most 


The WHOLE OF THE PROFITS belong to the Assured. 
One-half of the first five Annual Premiums may remain as a permanent 
charge upon Policies effected for the whole duration of life. 
PRESENT POSITION OF THE SOCIETY. 
The Accumulations exceed ............ seeces £2,000,000 0 0 
The Amount Assured is upwards of .........- £5,570,000 0 0 
Annual Income exceeds ............+ secces - £25,0000 0 0 
£6,326,413 have been paid to the representatives of deceased members. 
For further information and Prospectus, apply at the Society's Office, 
Surrey-s -street, Ni Norwich ; 29, . Fleet-street, London, E.C. 


E\STATES AND HOUSES, Country and Town 
Residences, Landed Estates, Investencnts, Hunting Seats, Fishing 
Manors, &c.—JAMES BEAL’S REGIS!ER of the 
,on the ist of each month, forwarded per post, or may 
be —, on ion at the Office, 209, Piccadilly, W.—Particulars for 
insertion s id be forwarded not later than the 28th of each month 
West Riding of Yorkshire.—The very important Freehold Residential 
ggh oy, eer redeemed), known as Aketon, otherwise Acton Hall, 
the Manors or reputed Manors of Aketon and Featherstone, 
the valuable royalties, richts, minerals, quarries, and inci- 
belonging, situate in the parish of Featherstone, about 
miles from Pontefract, equi-distant (three miles) from 
Normanton, skirted on one side by the Lancashire 
Railway, and the other by the North Midland. It com- 
& mansion upon a moderate scale, with tastefully arranged 
, pleasantly situate on a side hill, overlooking a large extent of 
ey, "posctedy and Bs ye Arma land, within an easy distance of the cele- 
and Bramham kennels, in the heart of the best 
g cgay in Ene England, surrounded by a domain of 1,125 acres of 
sa a pg divided into convenient farms, with dwelling- 
of accommodation land and fabourers’ cottages. 
A ESSRS. 28. BEADEL are instructed to SELL by 
eaninty oo at the temporary AUCTION MART, at the Guildhall 
Coffee-hi street. London, on THURSDAY, the 28th day of 
SULY. at TWELVE for ONE, in One Lot, the above very. important 
RESIDEN ay ESTATE, situate in the parish of and adjoining the 
village of Fi ratone, where there is a station on the Lancashire and 
Yorkshire Railway, equi-distant (three miles) from Normanton and Castle- 
tord, on the North Midland. It includes a substantially stone-built man- 
sion, containing lofty and well-proportioned reception-rooms, nine bed- 
rooms, with the usual domestic offices and outbuildings ite for the 
establishment of a gentleman's family, placed on a side hill with a gs 
aspect, pone oe oh a richly timbered and undulating country, 
rounded. by a compact domain of 1,12 acres, divided into 10 pon xd 
farms, with comfortable dwelling- houses, the necessary ee, 
Sebaben micas hate of apcsmmiaion on land, and labourers 
The estate is situate in the mo-t preferable’ and Pome «mh pert of th 
county, in the heart of the first hunting and sporting district England, 
Theland is sound and highly productive, and a large portion of it is of 
grazing qua’ yf From a recent survey it is found to possess the 
valuable seams of coal, known as the “Stanley Main’’ and “ Haigh 
Moor,” and there are -t excellent stone quarries upon the property. 
poy waren pre Rape Bh the unusual facilities offered for the transit of 
kingdom, render it, in addition to a — 
etopivetaiaien, 6 trerourht ly safe and lucrative mintng speculation 





Hea 
Ln 


at the Guildhall Coffee- house, Gresham-street, London; and of 
BEADEL, 25, Gresham-street, London, E.C. 
“N In Chancery.—Martin o. Martin. 
Mp8, ABBOTT is is instructed to offer for SALE by 
AUCTION, at the GEORGE Lp NOTTINGHAM, on TUES- 
pat Av 1964, at THREE o'clock in the Afternoon, in One 
te alae PROPERTY and Extensive Pre- 
y @ substantial dwelling- 
Se tas scence ei omen 
3 board 
our econ the Nottingham Waserworke Company and aiso the 
sablng. conch ase, and weve, in the occupation of Messrs, Pot 
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E Neale: Se a eee dhs nd 
pater mi codon sod sae eT ne had 
PARKER, ROOKE, AKERS, Solicitors, 17, Bedfora- 
wae, London 
Mera. HIME & S EVANS, Architects, No “¢ rari ue, 
Nottingham ; the Aue sects, Nottingham + st 2 London, and 


Eynesbury, St. ‘fous, Huntingdonshire. 





eee Freehold Pr and well-secured Leasehold 
round-rents for a long y thé 
rR. ABBOTT is instructed b Mortgagees to 
vane 4 4 fa = Bye 5 eee A's Copeman, 
alley, Cornhill, at TWELV lock precisely, on WEDNESDAY. 2 ¥ 
13th: 1864, TIVE FREEHOLD 1 DWELLING-HOU SES, Nos. 10, u My, = 
and 22, West-street, Walworth, lett to respectable tenants at Zu a 
and a Freehold Chapel with the adjoining Dweling-howse, ‘No. 15, 
street, Walworth, let on lease for an unexpired term of 10 years, nes 263 
a year; also £204 5s, a year in net Leasehold Ground- rents, well 
on valuable property in Lorrimore, Walworth, for ternis varying 
84 to 87 years, in Fifteen Lots. 

Printed particulars may be had of Messrs. PARKER & om 17, Bedford- 
row, London; of Messrs. EVANS & SON, Builders, Wi Wal- 
worth ; and of Mr. ABBOTT, 26, Bedford-row, Gray’s-inn, and 
bury, St. Neots, Huntingdonshire. 

In Chancery.— Banister v. o. Kneéll =V Valuable os aaa 
stree a 
fo BE SOLD b by AUCTION by Mr. ABBOTT, at 
GARRAWAY’S, ef WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 3rd, 1 
TWELVE o’clock Ee recisely, FOUR DWELLING-HOUSES and SHOPS, 
on the west side of Well-street, with a Srustage of 61 feet, 
with the cow-lodge, stable, shed, and yard, and way in the rear; 
14 smaller houses in Cottage-place, with a frontage to Well- et 
about 40 feet, all let on lease for an unexpired term of one 
Michaelmas, 1864, at £50 a year, but chhorae by the lessee bee 
year. This property is held of the manor of Hackney, subject ‘ooeur 
tomary fine, and a small quit-rent. 

Printed particulars, with conditions of sale ray bag be had of 

Messrs, PARKER, ROOKE, & PARKERS, 17, Bedford-row ; 
at Garraway’s; of Messrs. BLAKE & SNOW, = College-hill, EX; and 
of Mr. ABBOTT, 26, Bedford -row, London, and Eynesbury, St. Neots; 
Huntingdonshire. 


Hampshire.—Important sale of Landed Properties, comprising about 560 
acres, nearly all freehold, in and near to the capital market of 
Lymington and Christchurch, and at Freshwater, in the Isle of 
the property of the late John Templar, Esq., an sold by direction 
Executors. 


(Vj ESSRS. ABBOTT & SON are favoured with i 
LV structions to SELL by AUCTION, at the NA as AE 



























Lymington, on MONDAY, AUGUST 8, and at NEW 
Christchurch, on TUESDAY, AUGUST 9, very valuable 
prising upwards of 50 Lots of investments in landed 
and a ly 3 importan: Me te Ge 
which has taken r many rs — 
Boldre, Slede Farm, with 180 scres; Mount’ Pedemt 
40 acres; Silver-street Farm, of 74 acres; ttlethorn 
acres; several small farms in the parish ¢ 
from 22 acres to four acres, 
and other small occupations at Swa; 
Lymington, with 8 acres; several ¢ ceured comm 
contiguous to the town, and dwelling-houses and b 
the town, to which the Auetioneers beg 
attention; the whole of the above being 
town which is increasing in importance, fee 3 

being projected, with every prospect of success, and wi' 
ride of London. Also 3 closes of very valuable building 
to Colwell Bay, in the parish of Freshwater, in the 
properties near to Christchurch comprise @ farm of 
Dudsbury, in the parish of West Parley, 4 miles from 
watering-place, Bournemouth, 5 from Wimborne, and 6 from: 
church ; and 25 acres of land at Godwin’s Croft, near to 


course of 
Messrs. THOMPSON, PICKERING, & S$T¥AN, Solicitors to- ‘the 
Executors, 4, Stone-buildings, Lincoln’s+inm ; 
dt the Estate Exchange, Change-alley, Cornhill; London ; and of Messrs, 
ABBOTT & SON, Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Christchurch, Hants. 


HESTER STREET, OT ee PLACE — 
To be LET, on LEASE, oF Furnished; la for yehtiarcah 


sirable and well-arranged RESIDENCE, cont 
dressing-room, 2 drawing-rooms be mth 
room, and dressing-room ; 
3 horses.—Cards to view os Se ae =e 
13a, Belgrave-square. 


EAR SUNNING-HILL and VIRGINIA 
WATER.—Freehold ager ron ort. within a mile of a rail- 

way station, wi and Elliott’ are fa’ 
with instructions to SELL, by: Trivets Centmaeh @ highly desiratle : 












and attractive FREEHOLD ESTATE; excellent and et 
dious residence, with capital attached enh. Gosia ol 
by beautiful lawns, 
vinery, green- and orchard-honse, park-like 
noble timber, stabling for eight horses, and double fremecoder 
farm homestead, and two gardners’ cottages. The whoie lying ina 
fence, and —s 28 om on to mre gp four 
brary, | - chambers, 
This bighly eligible property is on a gravelly soil, oo +isin 


a salubrious locality, abouuding with the best 
near ae per og Her Majesty’s neato oy The 
ora jon Oo: furniture ma ' 
—For particulars aad orders to view et Messrs, Mansa ; 
Land Agents aud Surveyors, 134, Belgrave-square, 8.W. 
ELGRAVIA.—Medium-class Residences to a Let, 
unfurnished, within a few doors of 

Mansell and liliott have instructions to 

RESIDENCE, having 14 {e 
per annum only, Early possession: 
Agency Offices, 134, po baer 





ly at cad 
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PENCES 6 GATE, 


— Messrs 


Hyde-park. —Family Mansion, 


lansell and Elliot are honoured wich 


instructions to ELL. y Private Contract, a vory superior and well- 
finished heal in this cccmacemen locale : containing four spacious dest 
» bed cham , two dressing-rooms (one with bath). four servants’ bed- 
rooms, two noble and elegent drawing-rooms, boudoir, charming library, 
capital dining room and gentleman's room, complete offices, and six- 
stall stabling, with double coach-house.—For terms and orders to view 
apply to Messrs. Mansell & Elliott, Belgravia estate offices, 13a, Belgrave- 
square, S.W 
NGLEFIELD-GREEN.—A charming residence 
for the Summer months.—Messrs, Mansell & Elliottsare instructed 
to LET, from the end of July, for ten weeks, a handsomely{FURNISHED 
RESIDENCE ; containing four best bed-rooms and one dressing-room, 
five servants’ bed-rooms, dining and drawing-rooms, study, Jibrary, bath- 
reom, and excellent domestic offices, There are stabling for tour horses, 
coach-house and coachman’s room. Included in the rent will be a good 
supply of fruit and grapes.—For particulars and orders to view apply to 
Messrs. Mansell and Elliott, Land Agents, No. 13a, Belgrave-square, 
3.W. 


EAR EGHAM and ENGLEFIELD-GREEN.— 
Unfurnished Mansion, within a mile of a railway station, with 36 
pay he of ap —Messrs. MANSELL and ELLIOTT are authorised to LET, 
sae ae or longer period, a capital FAMILY MANSION, 
ke grounds of 30 acres, with beautiful lawns, gardens, 
permenant pach. ee kitchen garden, vineries, hothouse, stabling 
for 10 horses, and every requsite for s nobleman’s or gentleman's family. 
The mansion contains large entrance-hall, dining-room 26ft. by 19ft., 
library 28ft by 18ft. Gin , drawing-room 29ft. by 20ft., boudoir and ante- 
room, six best bed chambers, two dressing-rooms, seven secondary and 
servants’ bed rooms, and complete domestic cffices. The shooting over 
1,000 acres can be had. For terms and orders to vicw apply to Messrs. 
~—* Elliott, Estate Agents and Auctioneers, 13a. Belgrave-square, 











pas within an hour’s ride from Paddington, and 
two miles of a station on the Great Western Rai!way.—Messrs. 
Maneell and Elliott are instructed to SELL, by Private Contract, a FREE- 
HOLD and part COPYHOLD PROPERTY; comprising a gentlemanly 
residence, with stabling, gardens, lawns, orchard, and three closes of rich 
meadow land, in all about 12 acres, with possession. The residence is 
substantially built, and contains well-proportioned dining and drawing- 
rooms, library, four best bed-rooms, dressing-room, four secondary and 
for servants’ bed-rooms, and convenient offices. The whole supplied with 
excellent water. For particulars and order to view apply to Messrs. 
ag and Elliott, Land Agents and Valuers, No. 13a, Belgrav e-square, 


Campden-hill, Kensington.—Highly valuable long leasehold Family 
Mansion, with beautifully timbered lawns, pleasure grounds, productive 

» greenhouse, stabling for seven horses, and 

coach- house ; in all upwards of four acres, with possession. 


SSRS. MANSELL & ELLIOTT are favoured 
with instructions to SELL by AUCTION, at the Westminster 
Palace Hotel, Victoria-street, on THURSDAY, July 14, at two for three 
o'clock precisely (unless an acceptable offer shall be previously made by 


The GROUND LEASE of the highly distinguished FAMILY MANSION, 
known es “‘ Bute House.” Campden-hiil, most delightfully situate in the 
part of that elevated and salubrious position, commanding ex- 
tensive views of the Surrey hills, with its complete attached and detached 
Offices, stabling for seven horses, double coach-house, greenhouse, and 
hothouse stored with the choicest vines in full bearing, extensive and 
well-kept lawn adorned with noble timber and choice shrubs, French 
fiower garden, with fish , two kitchen gardens, and gardener’s cot- 
tage 3 the whole com: g upwards of four acres, and forming one of 
the most perfect suburban properties, and yet within ten minutes’ walk of 
Kensington-gardens and three quarters of a mile ofthe Royal Horticultural 
Gardens. The mansion, which is well placed with south aspect, 
stands on a gravelly soil, is substantially built, and contains entrance- 
hall and vestibule, noble suite of five reception-rooms, consisting of a 
and elegant drawing-room 28ft. 6 by 20ft. 6, with broad balcony 
3, excellent dining-room 30ft.6 by 16ft. 6, library, study, 
and gentleman’ 's-room 17ft. by 13ft. ss approached by a stone staircase to 
= oa are five very superior best bed-chambers, and on upper fioor 
two large oe six secondary -_ servants’ bed-rooms, and 
pence s closet. The domestic are replete with conve- 
nience, consist of servants’ hall, Sonereand footman’s pantries, still-room 
"s room, cellar, store and china closets, lofty and 
cious kitchen, scullery, two ne Heong and laundry. Detached is an artist’s 
studio or billiard-room with ante-room. The whole is held direct from 
the freeholder, for a long term unexpired, at the low ground-rent of £105 
per annum. 

The premises may be Viewed by orders only from the auctioneers. 
Printed par d plans, may be had 10 days prior to 
Gustin on at the Westminster Palace Hotel, Victoria-street; of Messrs, 
Stephens, Solicitors, 30, Bedford-row, W.C.; and at the offices of Messrs. 
Mansell and Elliott, Lan Agents, Auctioneers, and #urveyors, 13a. Bel- 
grave-square, S.W. 


Periodical Sales of Absolute or bee pr ers it Reversions to Funded o} or r other 
Dee, nd — Policies of Assurance, Life Interests, lway, 
a Benge pam Bonds, Clerical Rent Charges, and 


ran 
ie FRANK LEWIS. begs to " 
ag le for the year 1864 take at the AUCTION 


following days, viz.:— 
on faday, July 8 Friday, October 14 
Friday, August 12 Friday, November 11 
, September 9 Friday, December 9 
for sale are requested to be forwarded 
et least 14 days offices of the 











Property. : z 
ive notice that his 


intended 
to either of the above dates, to the 
» E.Cc., asto value, &c., 
and printed cards of terms may be had. 


THE SOLICITORS’ J OURNAL & REPORTER, 





July 9, 1864. 


Periodical Sale (established 1843), appointed to take ples the first - 
Thursday in every month, of Absolute and Contingent Reversions to 
Funded and other Property, Life Interests, Annuities, Policies of Assur. 
ance, Advowsons, Next Presentation, Manorial Rights, Rent Charges, q 
Post Obit Bonds, Debentures, Shares in Docks, Canals, Mines, Railways, 
Insurance Companies, and other public undertakings for the present 


year. 
R. MARSH begs to announce that his PERI. 
ODICAL SALES (established in 1843), for the disposal of every 
description of the above-mentioned PROPERTY, take place on the 
first Thursday in each month throughout the ensuing year, as under :— 
July 7 ! September 1 | November 3 
August 4 | October 6 i December } 
In addition to the atove dates, Mr. Marsh also begs to announce that 
the following days are appropriated for the Sale of Freehold, Copruse 
and Leasehold Properties, viz. :— 
Thursday, June 23, 30 
Thursday, July 14, 21, 23 
Thursday, August 11, 18, 25 


Thursday, September 15 
Thursday, October 20 

Thursday, November 17 
Thursday, December 15 


2, Charlotte-row, Mansion- house, London, E.C. 





Flintshire.—Freehold Residential estate of Wepre, comprising a mansion- 
house, farmsteads, cottages, agricultural lands, woodlands, and planta- 
tions, extending to upwards of 782 statute acres, situate in the parishes 
of Northop and Hawarden, near the Queen’s Ferry and Connah's 
Quay Railway Stations and Wharves, with the valuable seams of coal, 
ironstone, and other mines thereunder. 


I ESSRS. CHURTON & ELPHICK are instructed ~ 


to SELL by AUCTION, at the QUEEN HOTEL, Chester a 
Station, on SATURDAY, the 23rd day of JULY, 1864, at ONE for TWi 
o'clock, p.m., most punctually, in the lots set forth in the printed particn- 
lars of sale, or in one lot or such other lots as the vendor's agents 
determine upon at the time of sale, and subject to such conditions 
then be produced, the WEPRE HALL ESTATE, a very beautiful 
residential property, situate in the parishes of Northop and Ha 
in the county of Flint, about one mile from the Queen’s Ferry Station, 
the Chester and Holyhead Railway, eight miles from the city of Chester, 
and four f-om the borough of Flint. It comprehends a mansion-houss, 
suitable to the requirements of a large family, with all needful outoffices, 
stabling, coach and harness-houses, cow-house, piggeries, hay-lofts. gar- 
dener’s cottage, and other conveniences, flower and kitchen gardens, 
standing in the midst of a finely timbered park, commanding e: 
fine views of the estuary of the River Dee, part of Cheshire, and the 
surrounding country. The woodlands and ‘plantations, which form §_ 
boundary of nearly two miles in extent, add greatly to the estate, and ; 
form exceilent covertsfor game. It comprehends in the whole 782 statute — 
acres, divided into convenient-sized farms, having capital homesteads, 
and in the hands of highly respectable tenantry at very low rents, toge- 
ther with the water corn mill, psblic house (known as*‘ The Custom 
House Tavern ”), and several small tenements, cottages, gardens, &c. 
The estate is surrounded and intersected by good turnpike and other 
roads, the Connah’s Quay and Buckley Railway = through it, and 
several proposed railways will closely approximate it, one of which whea 
made will bring it in direct commanication with the town of Liverpool. 
As a mineral estate, competent authorities have reported very highly, 
It is known to contain seams of coal, ironstone, and other valuable mines 
and minerals, which, from its situation near to several railways, and to 
the wharves on the river Dee, render it peculiarly valuable. 


The present tenant of the mansion-house, park, &c., has given notice ~ 


to quit on the 5th of October next, so that if purchased for occupation 
early possession may be nad; or as an investment, it offers advantages 
rarely to be met with, and the certainty of a greatly increasing prospec- 
tive value. 

The purchaser will be required to take to the growing timber on the 
estate at a valuation, which will be produced at the sale. 

B.—Richard Williams, the woodman at Wepre, will show parties over 
the estate. Printed particulars, bey plans, may be had, and any farther 
information obtai.ed, by applyin, 

Messrs. HOOKE, 8 REET, Se GUTTERES, Solicitors, 27, Lincoln's. _ 

inn-fields, London ; 

Messrs. POTTS & ROBERTS, Solicitors, Chester 

Mr. HUSBAND, hoe Cathbert-buildings, ‘No. 14, Clayton- 

uare, Live 
or from Messrs, CH 
church, Shropshire. 





Flintshire.—Freehold Farm and several pieces of Accommodation Land, 
Cottages, Gardens, &c.,in the parish of Holywell (part of the Wepre 
estate), subdivided into eight separate lots for the convenience of 


buyers, 
ESSRS. CHURTON & ELPHICK are instructed 
to SELL by AUCTION, at the QUEEN HOTEL, Chester 
Station, on SATURDAY, the 23rd JULY, 1864, at ONE for Rates 
p.m.,punctually, in the several lots set forth in the printed particulars 
or in such other or in such order as the vendor’s agents may then Te 
and subject to such conditions as will be then produced, a smal! 
Tenement or FARM, called *‘ Derwen Bach,” situate near the Miller Mine 
Company’s works, on the road from Holywell to Northop, near the = 
rafon public house, in the holding of Mr. Thomas Jones; 
several pieces or parcels of excellent accommodation qo 
preg os. near thereto, in the several occupations of the said Thomas 
Jones, H. B. Roberts, Esquire (or his undertenants, Mrs. Jones, of aoe 
pylie, and Mr. John Lee), the Miller Mine Company, George 
John Jones, and Elizabeth Manuel, extending in the whole’ to 42a 3r 
statute measure of excellent land. 
a: be had, and further information 


Printed 
= by at by cones 
— , STREET, & GUTTERES, Solicitors, 27, Lincoln’s- 
inn-field: 


s, London ; 
Messrs. POTTS & ROBERTS, Solicitors, Chester 
Mr. ee tte Solicitor, Cuthbert-buildings, * No. 14, Clayton- 


square, 
or from Messrs. CHURTON & ELPHICK Auctisneers, Chester and 
Whitchurch, Shropshire. 


ETON & ELPHICK, Auctioneers, Chester and Whit- — 
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